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With its first Book of Documentation those members of the State of 
the Church who did the research vrork, the photocopying, the duplicating, 
the collating, the assembling achieved a unique result in publishing 
circles - a book which was completely honesti 

This second Book of Documentation achieves the same goal, for within the 
covers of this book you will find no comments, no opinions, no reporting, 
no editorializing, no shading of thought, no emphasis added to change the 
nuance of a phrase, a clause, a sentence. 

This is no mean achievement for a group of laity and clergy. The nature 
of the human heart is such that it takes divine guidance and discipline to 
refrain from that added comment or the faint suggestion of a critical nature« 

It is true that there are portions underlined not to change the thought but 
to point out the important thought or concept of the article. 

It may be of interest to note that no attempt of any kind has been made 
to prove that the Book of Documentation 1961 contained anything false, incorrect 
statements, or articles out of context. We are certain that this will also be 
true of this second Book. 

We stand ready to be shown that the views contained in these articles, 
selections, paragraphs, reports are not truly reproductions of what has been 
written. This Book of Documentation 1962 indicates the views and trends of 
our Lutheran Church which are finding acceptance in the circles of the Lutheran 
Church - Bliss our i Synod. 

Some may say that we have taken these things out of context. This is the 
usual cry of the neo-orthodox liberal who cannot stand the searchlight of truth. 


Our answer is a brief ones This is the contexti 
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Special R eport 


What is the nature of the Word of (hxI‘ > How are 
we to understand the collection of writings which make 
up the Holy Bible? Was (iod primarily concerned 
about revealing through His inspired spokesmen what 
lie has done for our salvation in Jesus Christ, the 
Center of litis miraculous revelation about whom each 
recorded historical event revolves? Or are we to be¬ 
lieve that from cover to cover every word, statement, 
and narrative of the Scriptures corresponds to truth in 
all realms of mind and matter? Who is to determine, 
and on what basis, which passages or portions of Holy 
Writ ate to he taken literally and which are to be under¬ 
stood in a figurative sense? 

Hus pioblem and tel.tied questions, jntsed by 1 3,n th , 
Biunncr, and other nco-orthodox theologians, have 
becn'occupying students and teachers of the divine 
W'ord. What is more, the) have come to the attention 
of Christian laymen through newspapers and peri¬ 
odicals. 

San Francisco’s Protestant Episcopal Bishop James 
A. Pike, whose controversial statements appear with 
some regularity in the daily press, is quoted by Time 
(Feb. 24. 1961, p. 48) as saying that the Gospel "is 
largely communicated by means of a myth - not in the 
sense of an untrue fable (‘A good myth is true ), but in 
tii*. sense of a form used to express complicated and 
difficult truth, such as the Garden of Eden.” | S/unit’s 
•>i Huhnutnn'l 

Members of the I 'idled Lutheran Church in America 

recently read in the f.ui/irun • ‘The Bible was written 
in the thought forms ol a particular time. The men 
who wrote it were confined to the ancient conception 
of the universe, according to which the earth was the 
center of the world, around which the sun revolved in 
die vault ol heaven. 

*‘l urge parts of the Bible arc accounts of historical 
events. These events were experienced by men, stored 
in human memories, retold by men, and written down 
by men. f lic abilities of these men were not of divine 
perfection. None of the Biblical writers makes this 
claim concerning his work. 

“These facts make it clear that the doctrine of the 
so-called verbal inspiration of the Holy Scriptures does 
not accord with reality. . . . This doctrine not only 
contradicts the Biblical facts, it is also at variance with 
the spirit of the Christian faith. 

“In the Christian view the revelation of God in this 
world docs not appear in a collection of timeless divine 
communications and decrees, which man can utilize as 
a ‘(iod between the covers of a book,’ exploit like an 
infallible medicine cabinet, or consult section by section 
like an eternally valid book. No, (iod reveals Himself 
in the history of living, men. and only he who meets this 
history as a living man can recognize in and behind 


this human history the history of the divine revelation.” 
(From Conversation on Faith by Eberhard Mueller 
|head of lire Evangelical Academy in Bad Boll, Ger¬ 
many!, in the translation of John W. Doberstcin, copy 
righted by the Board of Publication of the United Lu¬ 
theran Church in America, used by permission.) 

Since 1958 members of the St. Louis seminary 
faculty have engaged in a study of Biblical answers to 
the theological problem raised by questions concerning 
the form in which the Scriptures convey their message 
and the purpose of their message. The study culminated 
in “A Statement on the Form and Function of the Holy 
Scriptures,*’ unanimously adopted by the faculty and 
published in the October 1960 issue of Concordia Theo¬ 
logical Monthly. 

While the entire faculty participated in the discus¬ 
sion of a series of eight papers on the Word of God 
and m the formulation of the ‘‘Statement on the Form 
and Function of the Holy Scriptures,” a number of its 
members were especially active. Among them is Dr. 
Martin F'ran/.mnnn, chairman of the department of 
cxegctical theology, whose book Follow' Me is just off 
the press and who, together with Dr. Erwin I ueker, was 
on the drafting committee for the faculty’s statement. 
Another is Dr. Richard K. Caemmercr, secretary of the 
faculty, who has brought essays on the W'ord of God to 
several District conventions. A third is Dr. Paul M. 
Brctscher, graduate professor of New Testament inter¬ 
pretation. whose essay "'l ake Heed unto the Doctrine” 
was delivered at the San Francisco convention in 1959. 

Dr, Martin II. Scharlcmann , professor of New Testa 
menT interpretation, was especially a ctive in studying 
)t hc nature of revelation To subject his findings to tile 
critical review of brethren. Dr. Scharlcmann presented 
exploratory essays to the St. Louis faculty, pastoral con¬ 
ferences, and other groups. 

Statements from these essays have been widely 
quoted; frequently they have been quoted out of their 
context. To state, for example, that Dr. Scharlcmann 
in a paper prepared only for faculty discussion said: “In 
it hi s paper I propose to de fend the paradox J a statement 
seemingly self-contradictory) that the Book of God’s 
truth co ntains errors.” would be correct. But this Ts only 
trnr'opemng sentence of his paper. He immediately 
adds: “What is more, 1 hope to show that by the proper 
fevdution of this paradox we in fact magnify the truth 
'ti t comes to us by divine revelation. What is set forth 
'i> ;c is necessarily devoted to what is called ‘the human 
jside’ of that revelation.” 

‘ Because of his exploratory essays, also because of 
this article “ Gnd Is Ope ’’ in the August 1959 issue of 
the Lutheran Quarterly, Dr. Scharlcmann w as accused 
of teaching false doctrine. Individuals and groups re- 
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quested the President of Synod and the St. Louis sem¬ 
inary Board of Control to dismiss Dr. Scharlemann from 
the seminary faculty. 

To give members of the Missouri Synod a firsthand 
account of developments, the Witness oilers the follow¬ 
ing “Special Report — Theological Problem,” based on 
interviews with Dr. Sc harlemann . St. Louis seminary 
president Alfred O. Fue rbrin ger, Board of Control 
members Dr. George W. Wi ttmer (chairman) and 
Rev. Gerhardt E. Nitz (vice-chairman), and members 
jf Synod's Praesidium. 


Revelation, Not Inspiration 

_ One thing should be kept clearly in mind, Dr. Schar- 
Jemann told the Witness. “ The problem .” he said, “is, 
revelajjon- not mapiraiiott,” 

Reiterating what he has said in published statements, 
the St. Louis professor declared: “I h ave alw a ys be - 
lieved in the verbal and plenary inspiration ctf“the 
Scriptures. Every word of the Scriptures is the word 
of God. It is God who speaks to us through the Holy 
Scriptures.” 

The crucial t heo logical issue of our time, an issue 
raiseil~£y the note dJ>wiss theologia n Karl Barth^is th e 
concept of revelation, especially as it is related to in¬ 
spiration** Dr. Scharlemann added. 

“Very little has been done by our church in this 
field," he emphasized, and revelation “is not mentioned 
in the Brief Statement.'' 

“1 have a call to teach the Scriptures,” Dr. Scharle¬ 
mann said, “not only to the students but also to the 
church. It is my work to lecture, to do research, to 
explore the nature of the Scriptures. As I said before, 
we have developed no major work on principles of 
interpreting the Scriptures [hermeneutics].” 

The doctrine of verbal and plenary inspiration, ac¬ 
cording to the 50-year-old theologian, does not assure 
the proper understanding of the Scriptures and doj^j 
not solve the problem of revelation. “Jehovah’s Wit¬ 
nesses and Seventh-day Adventists believe in verbal 
inspiration. They believe every word of the Bible is 
inspired by God. Yet they misapply and misuse the 
Scriptures. The Jews believed the Old Testament was 
the Word of God. They knew it well. Yet the Jews did 
not sec Jesus in the Scriptures.” 

Overemphasis on the doctrine of verbal inspiration, 
says Dr. Scharlemann, brought with it the use of the 
term “inefwmt,” an expression “which the Bible docs*, 
not use of itself.” 

In one of his essays he had questioned the propriety 
land wisdom of “ijaj&sing on the Scriptures” a “con^ 


temporary definition of truth,” truth in the sense qL. 
“precision" in historical and natural information. 

According to Dr. Scharlemann’s view of the nature 
of revelation, the Biblical authors were “not primarily 
interested in giving comprehensive information. God 
chose to limit Himself by using certain men who lived at 
a certain lime, just as He chose to limit Himself in 
the incarnation.” 

When God used certain individuals to reveal His 
will. Dr. Scharlemann explained, “He used them where 
they were. He spoke through them in terms of the. 
knowledge of their particular time/]. 


To summarize his view of the inerrancy of the Holy 
Scriptures, Dr. Scharlemann quotes a statement “de¬ 
vised by our Australian brethren”: 

“This inerrancy of the Holy Scriptures cannot be 
seen with human eyes, nor can it be proved to human 
reason; it is an article of faith, a belief in something 
that is hidden and not obvious. We believe that the 
Scriptures arc the Word of God and therefore inerrant. 
The term ‘inerrancy’ has no reference to the variant 
readings found in the textual sources because of copy¬ 
ists’ errors or deliberate alterations; neither docs it 
imply an absolute verbal accuracy in quotations and in 
parallel accounts, such absolute conformity evidently 
not having been part of God's design. We believe that 
the holy writers, whom God used, retained the distinc¬ 
tive features of their personalities (language and 
terminology, literary methods, conditions of life, knowl¬ 
edge of nature and history as apart from direct revela¬ 
tion and prophecy). God made use of them in such 
a manner that even that which human reason might 
call a deficiency in Holy Scriptures must serve thjr 
divine purpose.” yl 

Asked why he delivered “exploratory essays.” the 
St. Louis seminary instructor answered that he did so. 


always at the invitation of a pastoral conference or 
other group, to “discuss with brethren” the findings of 
his studies in the field of revelation. He believed that 
such discussions would help him clarify matters, espe¬ 
cially for the preparation of a major work on hermeneu¬ 
tics. 

“At first I spoke from an outline.” he said. Later 
he developed his materials into essays titled “The Bible 
as Record, Witness, and Medium of Revelation” and 
"Revelation and Inspiration.” 

“In introducing my presentations,” said Dr. Scharle¬ 
mann. “I always made it clear that what I was saying 
and reading was of an exploratory nature only and 


was not to be construed as the last word on the subject | 

under discussion.” -— 

In sending out copies of an essay in answer to re¬ 
quests, he appended a letter which said in part that 
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the ess;iy “is ;»n attempt to thread a solid path through 
all the discussion in contemporary theology on the 
nature of the Bible. . . . I'his docs not mean that it 
is intended to be the final word on the matter. On the 
contrary, this paper is intended to elicit reaction. 

“No one is more concerned than the author himself 
that our church lose nothing of its docttinnl interest 
and concerns. This is the strength of our Synod. At 
the same time we must all become more aware of the 
fact that theology moves, that we must not ami can¬ 
not be content to talk about the Scriptmcs in l ( >5h 
as though we were living in 175h or even in l l >29. 

“The essay should lie weighed in the light of Scrip¬ 
ture alone. The author, while respecting the persons 
and the products of our own denominational past, has 
proceeded to try to go behind our well-known formula^, 
tio ps to t he ScrVffTufcs fhcmsclvcs. There is no other 
source of doctrine for us. 

“It is the author's conviction that the paper herewith, 
released presents fl ic BiMfeaf point of viev^ Any re¬ 
action to it should be based only on Scriptural evi¬ 
dence. No other kind of response will be considered.” 

Asked if he had any comment on accusations and 
charges that he was propagating false doctrine concern¬ 
ing the inspiration and the inerrancy of the Scriptures. 
Dr. Scharlcmann said many of his statements had been 
taken out of context and given a meaning foreign to 
the thrust of his essays. 


,b was necessary, he acknowledged, to ‘ leal down” 
’'m times in or<it i to Iniild up a new' concept jdjyvcUli- 


tion. In an essay presented to the Western District 
Pastoral Conference he said: “Now, if I come down 
heavy on the / itthrrun view of this connection — well, 
this is because we call ourselves T he Lutheran Church - 
Missouii Synod. I should want nothing so much as 
to have my church continue Lutheran.” 

Actually, he believes, “our faith rests on something 
biggei and stronger than definitions of inspiration and 
inerrancy. The Biblical concept of truth involves our 
entire relationship to (iod through our 1 ord Jesus 
Christ. And what I have said and written was intended 
not to detract from the Scriptures but to enhance their 
magnitude.” 

Dr. Schailcmann added that he signed and whole¬ 
heartedly accents the St I ouis seminary TacTifty^ 
state m ent on “The Form and Function of the lioly, 
■Sc i ipturefr which deals with inerrancy and other con¬ 


temporary concerns. 

V\ hilc regretting the disturbance caused in the church 
because of his essays. Dr. Scharlcmann said that he had 
“learned a great deal” and gained “new insights” 
through presentation and discussion of his essays. T hese 
insights will be reflected in an article scheduled to ap- 
|x\u in the A pril Po l issue of C anc onlijj T lw oUtgiyn l 
Mo nthly _ This at tide carries out his pledge to the 
seminary Board of Control that his exploratory essays 
“will need to be superseded by further and more care¬ 
fully worded treatments appearing in the ( OncorJia 
I heolirgicnl Mo nthly, which is published by ilie faculty, 
as a whole.” ^ 


A Statement on the Form and Function 
of the Holy Scriptures 


Adopted by tbs foculty of Concordia Seminary, St. Louis, April 26, 1960, as 
an expression of its position on the form ond function of the Holy Scriptures. 


(Excerpts) 

/ / he Origin and Nature of the Scrip 

lures 

I he Scriptures are given by divine 
inspiration according to both cnntcnr 
and word. They are the result of a mi¬ 
raculous act of (.rod and as such are 
the Holy Scriptures. 

The authors of the Scriptures arc 
witne sse s and v essels of Ciod's revela - 
lion. Chosen and inspired by the Spirir 
of (Jod as His instruments, they record 
what God said and did in anti through 
the historical events as they present 
them. In their words Clod discloses 
Himself as the Judge and Deliverer of 
man. He makes known His wil- for 
man in Jesus Christ, iti whose death 
and resurrection this revelation has its 
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Center These hum an inspirecl_ words 
give men knowledge *>f the mind and 
work of God and are 1 the media 
through which the Holy Spirit t rentes 
faith in C litisr. turns men from dark 
ness to light anil from death to life, 
and thus moves them to submit to the 
will of Clod. 

I l ie Scriptures express w h.n C »i kI 
wants them to sa\ anel acco mplish what 
( »od wants them to do. In this sen se 
:md i n the fulliljrncrn e )f jhj 5 ftinc dot] 
they are me riant, i nfallib le, and wholly, 
ret table . Their truthfulness, their in¬ 
fallibility as the only rule of faith tind 
practice, and their reliability are in¬ 
controvertible. There is no human eir 
secular criterion by which their truth¬ 

(160) 


fulness, their infallibility as the only 
rule of faith and practice, and their 
reliability can be measured and made 
evident. This truthfulness, this infal¬ 
libility as the only rule of faith and 
practice, and this reliability is known 
and can be asserted only in faith; 
those who believe the Scriptures, trust 
them, and rely on them are not put 
to shame, for the Scriptures neither go 
astray nor lead astray. 

II The Function of the Scriptures 

(»od Himself has spoken in the in 
spired words of the Scriptures, and it 
is ( »od Himself who speaks to i nm 
today when this message in its various 
forms (preaching, baptism. Sacrament 
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Form and Function 

In more than a dozen meetings. St. Louis seminary 
president Alfred O. Fuerbringcr told the Witness, 
members of the seminary faculty “studied the answers 
that Scriptures themselves give” to questions many 
Christians have been discussing in recent years: How 
do the Scriptures convey their message to us? W hen do 
they speak in literal terms, and when is their lan guag e 
that of unaginatToiT, poetry, "or figure orspeech? flow 
are They properly understood and explained? 

In I960 the faculty published “A Statement on the 
Form and Function of the Holy Scriptures,” a statement 
of the position “they had unanimously reached ^ 1 

Members of the faculty could answer the questions 
under discussion, he pointed out, “only by viewing 
what the Bible itself regards its own purpose to be.” 

Three verses arc cited in this connection: 

2 Timothy 3:14-17: “But continue thou in the things 
which thou hast learned and hast been assured of, know¬ 
ing of whom thou hast learned them, and that from 
a child thou hast known the Holy Scriptures, which are 
able to make thee wise unto salvation through faith 
which is in Christ Jesus. All Scripture is given by in¬ 
spiration of God and is profitable for doctrine, for 
reproof, for correction, for instruction in righteousness, 
that the man of God may be perfect, thoroughly fur¬ 
nished unto all good works.” 

Romans 15:4: “For whatsoever things were written 
aforetime were written for our learning, that we 


through patience and comfort of the Scriptures iniglu 
have hope." 

John 5:39: “Search the Scriptures, for in them y< 
think yc have eternal life; and they ate they which 
testify of Me.” 

Because questions asked Dr. Fuerbringcr deal with 
sections of the faculty statement, the Witness on this 
page presents excerpts from the document. 

Question: Why docs the slat email emphasize dun 
the authors o] Scripture, os the witne.ses and ir. y SfJj. 
of God’s revelation , "record w hat God said and did 
in and through the historical evvJits as they present 
them" and that the content of the Scriptures is "God's 
revelation of Himself in His dealings with His people 
for the salvation of all men through His Son Jesus C hrist 
and God's action through the salvation hy Jesus Christ 
hv which He brings men to Himself and moves than 
to live His life"? 

Dr. Fuerbringcr: F.verything in the Scriptmcs luu 
relevance and meaning only as it relates to God’s plan 
of salvation in Jesus Christ. liven the Ceremonial bav¬ 
in the Old Testament reveals God in relation to Hi: 
people. Whatever is recorded in the Scriptures reveals 
God’s purpose to redeem 11 is people, as St. Paul writes: 
“to make us wise to salvation through faith which is in 
Christ Jesus.” The doctrine, reprool, correction, and 
instruction in righteousness coming out of the God- 
inspired Scriptures are there “that the man of God may 
be perfect, thoroughly furnished unto all good works.” 


of the Altar, Power of the Keys, mu¬ 
tual conversation and consolation of 
brethren) is proclaimed in and by the 
church. Hence the Scriptures are both 
the source of the church’s dogmas and 
the norm according to which all teach¬ 
ers and all the things rhat they teach 
are to be evaluated. They are reliable 
because they are the authoritative 
Word of God. In controversies, there¬ 
fore, they alone are the final court of 
appeal and decision. 

J.utherans declare their allegiance to 
the Holy Scriptures by subscribing to 
"the Lutheran Symbols as a true ex¬ 
position of the Scriptures." Hereby 
they confess themselves to be in the 
succession of the church which re¬ 
mained loyal and obedient to the pro¬ 
phet ic and apostolic Scriptures. 

Ill The Interpretation of the Scriptures 

The above considerations will pro¬ 
vide the proper basis for (a) the in¬ 
terpreter’s attitude toward the content 


of the Scriptures — God’s revelation 
of Himself in His dealings with His 
people for the salvation of all men 
through His Son Jesus Christ and 
Gixl’s action through the salvation by 
Jesus Christ by which He brings men 
to Himself and moves them to live 
His life; (b) the interpreter’s attitude 
toward the form of the Scriptures as 
a divinely inspired revelation given by 
the Spirit of God through human be¬ 
ings speaking in terms and forms of 
their historical environment. . . . 

I f the interpreter by constant, dedi¬ 
c ated, and prayerful study involves 
InmscTi in the tho ught world of the 
Sc riptures , he will be able to deal with 
form and content as an organic whole. 
He will be dealing with the Scriptures 
not as a Scripiura morlua (dead Scrip¬ 
ture] but as the living Word of the 
living God in which God is continu¬ 
ally active to make known and accom¬ 
plish His will. The interpreter's life 
under the Scriptures as a living Word 


of God will be l ie life of orn who h; 
by baptism died to sin and lives to 
God. . , . 

In the use of any method of inter 
pretation the ( hristian interpreter will 
he cautious lest lie set himself up js at 
authority over Scripture, or in any way 
distort or discredit the witness of 
Scripture. Whin he finds it impossible 
to explain to his satisfaction difficulties 
which he meets, he will reverently let 
them stand, remembering that in this 
life we know only "in pan." 

God is given all glory and honor 
when the Scriptures arc accepted, in¬ 
terpreted, and obeyed as His Word 
His revelation, as wholly reliable, and 
as able to accomplish their purpose 

This is done among us when wc use 
the Scriptures according to God's pur¬ 
poses to admonish and edify our ft 1 
low Christians, and to preach fhc Good 
News of Jesus Christ to the multiply¬ 
ing numbers of non-Christians in this 
last time before Jesus Christ returns 
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Special Report 


Question: The statement declares that the Scrip¬ 
tures “express what Cod wants them to say and ac¬ 
complish what Cod wants them to do." It then con¬ 
tinues: “In this sense and in the fulfillment of this func¬ 
tion they are inerrant, infallible, and wholly reliable.” 
Why the qualification “in this sense"? Are ther e other 
senses in which the Scriptures ar e not iturranf, infalli¬ 
bl e, ana wholly relidbier 

Dr. F.: This sentence, as well as other sentences in 
the statement, must be understood in its context. The 
statement suggests that when anything, also secular or 
historical items, is presented in Scripture, it is given 
for the sake of God's purpose l o redeem and sanctify 
His people and is to be used for that purpose . This is 
the bearing of 2 Timothy 3:14-17 and John 5:39. 

The moment such items arc employed without refer¬ 
ence to the purpose for which God has had them nar¬ 
rated, we are discussing something which the Bible itself 
does not discuss. In other words, we cannot properly 
speak of “some other sense" than that intended by God 
and “the fulfillment of some other function" than that 
intended by God with regard to the Scriptures. Io 
speak and think in that way of Scripture is to run the 
risk of using a human or secular criteri on to measure 
the rru miuiness ot Scripture. 

Qi it: stion : In the next and succeeding sentences the 
word inerrant is dropped in favor of the word truth¬ 
fulness, and the word infallibility is qualified three 
times — “Their infallibility as the only rule of faith 
and practice.” Why? 

Our statement uses the word “inerrant" because wc 
wish to make very clear that wc deny that t*he Bible 
contains error. For that reason we echo our Confessions 
when wc say in our statement “The Scriptures neither 
go astray nor lead astray.” (Sec Formula of Concord, 
F.pitome, VII, 13) 

Unfortunately, however, a misplaced accent on the 
word "inerrancy” has led some people to unwarranted 
speculation. There arc some people, for example, who 
on the basis of Leviticus 17:10 and Acts 15:20 believe 
that the Bible forbids blood transfusions. Various sects 
and groups compile a list of Biblical references to dress, 
diet, medicines, etc., and draw conclusions for which 
Biblical authority is claimed. The important thing is 
not to use the Bible for any purpose other than that 
which God intended. 

Another thing to remember is that “truthful" is a very 
strong word. It does not merely say that there is some 
truth in the Sacred Scriptures but that they arc com¬ 
pletely truthful, the truth. The phrase “infallibility as 
the only rule of faith and practice” is not a limitation of 
the Scriptures hut points everyone to the purpose for 
which they were written. John states the purpose of 
his Gospel and of the entire Bible as a matter of fact 
when he says: “But these are written that ye might 
believe that Jesus is the Christ, the Son of God. and 
that believing, yc might have life through His name.” 
(John 20:31 ) 


There is really no need to harmonize so-called dif¬ 
ficulties jn the Bible. We are not particularly interested 
in a harmonization of all the details of the four Gospels, 
for wc know' that each Gospel has its own thrust, each 
was written by a dilfercnt inspired writer from his par¬ 
ticular point of view and with the particular purpose 
that the Holy Spirit had for him. 

To cite another example, each evangelist gives a dif¬ 
ferent wording for the superscription on Christ's cross. 
Wc would not say that one of these wordings has to 
be right and that the others arc wrong. Nor do we 
have to defend the truth of the Gospel accounts against 
these apparent discrepancies. Evidently the Holy Spirit 
was not interested in giving us the exact information. 
'This is also what we mean when wc say in the state¬ 
ment: “When he |the interpreter of the Scriptures] finds 
it impossible to explain to his satisfaction difficulties 
which he meets, he will reverently let them stand, re¬ 
membering that in this life wc know only ‘in part.’ ” 

Question: But doesn't such a viewpoint open the 
door to a “ liberal ” interpretation of such Biblical ac¬ 
counts as the creation, the fall, the flood, the exodus, 
etc.? 

Dr. F\: No. The interpreter who has the attitude our 
statement describes will not walk through that door. 
“Liberalism” results when the Scriptural message of sin 
and salvation is removed or watered down. If the in¬ 
terpreter's intention is, with the help of God, to keep 
that message just as clear and powerful as it is revealed 
in the Scriptures, he will avoid the danger of liberalism. 

We always have to ask ourselves, “What does the 
text say? What docs it say for me, my faith, and my 
salvation?” As I wrote to a pastor some time ago, if 
historical, geographical, and secular matters are pre¬ 
sented in the Bible, it is God’s intention that the reader 
search in them and in their context what God is saying 
to mankind about sin and salvation. Thus the creation 
story and the others you mention arc in the Bible not 
merely for the purpose of giving a record of the origin 
anil history of the world but to put man under the head¬ 
ship of God and make him responsible for his actions 
to God (note Psalm 19,33; 2 Peter 2). The story of 
Israel, for example, in the exodus is there not simply to 
fill out a record of secular history but to reveal God’s 
actions for His people (sec Psalm K0). Isaiah 9 is not 
just to fill out the record of war and peace, the exile 
and return of Israel and Judah, but to indicate the 
mercy of God which comes to pass in Jesus the Christ. 
Therefore Scripture presents the truth of God also when 
its subject matter is historical, geographical etc. 

Hence our state ment does not imply that secular or 
historical mailers sei inrrn m scripture are negligible. 
Ur unrelia ble, hllt 1,1111 1 hry are set forth in ihc Bible 
lo r the sake of God's revelation in Christ. (2 J imolhy 
3:14-L7; John 5:39) 

QUESTION: God Himself has spoken in the inspired 
words of the Scriptures, according to the statement “and 
it is Cod Himself who speaks to men today when this 
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message in its various forms (preaching, Baptism, Sac¬ 
rament of the Altar, Power of the Keys, mutual conver¬ 
sation and consolation of brethren) is proclaimed in 
and by the churchCould one possibly infer that by 
equating the words of the Scriptures with the words 
spoken by Christians in their conversations the state¬ 
ment tends to play down the uniquely divine char¬ 
acter of the Word of God? 

Dr. F.: The Word of God is a living Word. I he 
statement says of the interpreter that he “will be dealing 
with the Scriptures not as a Scriptura mortua [dead 
Scripture) but as the living Word of the living God in 
which God is continually active to make known and 
accomplish His will.” Nowhere does the statement 
indicate that the Bible or any of its parts is not the 
Word of God. It is a living Word, and it is that when 
the humblest Christian speaks Gospel truth, when a 
pastor preaches the Good News, when a teacher teaches 
it from Luther’s Small Catechism, when a person reads 
the Bible or sings the message of the Gospel in a hymn, 
or when the Word is ustd in connection with.the admin¬ 
istration of the Sacraments. 

This in no way contradicts or plays down the state¬ 
ment in the Formula of Concord: “Holy Scripture re¬ 
mains the only judge, rule, and norm according to which 
as the only touchstone all doctrines [including every 
form of presentation mentioned 1 should and must be 
understood and judged as good or evil, right or wrong.” 

Question: One more thing. Just what is meant by 

“theoloqy moves ''? 

Dr. F.: In His grace and at His pleasure our heavenly 
Father from time to time grants new theological insights. 
Today we arc able to understand the various books of 
the Bible as to their language and historical, geographic, 
and cultural references much better than even a genera¬ 
tion ago because of studies based on recent archaeologi¬ 
cal finds. 

As we look back into the past, we also see that God 
in critical times gave special theological gifts, which are 
now our precious heritage. We think at once of the 
ecumenical creeds and the Lutheran Confessions. Wc 
think also of the man Luther, whose dynamic teaching 
and writings not only influenced profoundly the theology 
of his day but. as his works are given serious study, also 
deeply affect contemporary theology. And as we care¬ 
fully compare the writings of such theologians in our 
Synod’s past as C. F. W. Walther, Franz Piepcr. George 
>tocckhardt, Ludwig Fucrbringcr, and Fred Mayer, wc 
tralefully acknowledge example after example which 
hows that theology did “move” for the benefit of the 
hurch. 

The task of the theologian is affected by what goes 
>n around him in our rapidly changing world. As new 
juestions come up or as old problems present them- 
iclves with a new twist, the church and its teachers must 
10 into motion, search for and formulate answers. 
Vlanifcstly the answers can frccjucntly not be found in 
>ooks that were written before the questions arose. In¬ 


fluential churchmen like Bishop James Pike or dynamic^ 
teachers and authors like Professors Karl Barth, Rudolf 
Bultinann, John Baillie, Reinhold Niebuhr, and Paul 
I illicit confront contemporary man with a message that 
challenges his attention and offers him a solution of his 
difficulties and an answer to his questions. When such 
men speak and write, theologians of every denomina¬ 
tion have the duty to examine these products, to “abhor 
that which is evil” and to “cleave to that which is good.” 
(Romans 12:9) 

The “Statement on Scripture” adopted by the Synod¬ 
ical Conference and its member Synods (see Feb. 24, 
1959, Wiinfss) is in this respect more contemporary 
than, for instance, the Brief Statement. The opening 
sentence of the “Statement on Scripture,” “God reveals 
Himself to men primarily through His incarnate Son, 
whom He attests and presents to His church through 
Scripture,” is a response to some of the concerns voiced 
by neo-orthodox theologians. There arc other current 
theological problems to which our pastors and profes¬ 
sors have addressed themselves. 

Let me stress as heavily as 1 can that the question is 
not whether theology moves in a vacuum but that it 
should “move in” o people. The important thing for 
our church is not il. t we in every generation use the 
same words in our spoken and written theology but that 
we make sure that all of it is produced in humble obedi¬ 
ence to God under the Scriptures, and for us that means 
within the framework of our Lutheran Confessions. In 
whatever way we aim to keep theology moving to meet 
current issues, we must stand firm in our loyalty to the 
Sacred Scriptures and to the precious heritage God has 
bequeathed to us through our fathers. 

‘ ‘Superseding Treatments 

When solutions to theological problems proposed by 
faculty members arc questioned, church officials most 
immediately involved are the seminary's president, “the 
spiritual, academic, and administrative head” of the 
institution, and the group of which the piesidcnt is the 
executive officer — the seminary's Board of Control. 

Regulations of the synodical Handbook stipulate that 
this Board "shall foster and safeguard Synod’s religious, 
academic, and financial interests in the institution.” 

"Our Board is continually aware of the need for pre¬ 
serving purity of doctrine.” said Dr. George W. Witt- 
mer. chairman of the Board of Control of the St. Louis 
seminary. 

To safeguard Synod's religious interests, he pointed 
out, the Board of Control may call as professors and 
associate professors only men who have been previously 
nominated and attested to by congregations and mem¬ 
bers of Synod. Names of all nominees are published 
in Synod's official organs with reminders that objections 
and criticisms to candidates are to he communicated to 
the Board. 

Before instructors and assistant professors are ap¬ 
pointed. Dr. Wittmer added, they are always carefull>( 
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examined doctrinally and screened for spiritual_and 
a cademic fitness. , ^ 

To safeguard its religious interests, Synod also gives 
its Board of Control the specific directive to “duly in¬ 
vestigate all the facts and circumstances . . . when 
members of the teaching or administrative staff are 
accused of willful neglect of official duties, or of con¬ 
duct unbecoming a Christian, or of promulgation of 
and a dherence tp false, dotfpne _ 

“We were aware that the seminary faculty for a 
number of years was conducting thoroughgoing studies 
on the theology of the Word, and we knew that it 
planned to iss ue^ ^stateme nt formulating the results of 
thi s study,” Dr. Wittmcr noted. . 

Accordingly, when the Board received communica¬ 
tions from individuals and pastoral conferences calling 
into question the teachings of some faculty members — 
also thos'’ of Dr. Scharlemann in his exploratory papers 
and his . .tide in the Lutheran. Quarterly — the Board 
advised the writers to discuss their concerns with fac¬ 
ulty members and to await the faculty’s statement on 
the problem. 

The Board urged c!so that objectors follow proper 
Christian procedure by first consulting in Christian love 
with the author of the exploratory articles to determine 
whether he had been correctly understood and whether 
their fears of unscriptural teachings were real or 
supposed. 

Demands, however, became more insistent that the 
essayist be suspended from the faculty and that the 
faculty itself be investigated. To reinforce such de¬ 
mands, memorials and resolutions. were offered at a 
number of District conventions in the spring and sum¬ 
mer of 1960. To take issue with such resolutions of 
censure, others introduced resolutions to express con¬ 
fidence jn the faculty and its actions in the matter. 

These pro and con “judgments” by Districts and con¬ 
ferences, Board piembers felt, were premature, p ending 
t he appearance and examination of the faculty statement* 
on the Word, o f which Dr. Scharlemann was a signatory, 
and in view~*)f the Board's request fpr clarification of 
ce rtain statements in nis essavs 1 

Opportunity for personal consultation with Dr. 
Scharlemann during this period was restricted by his 
absence from the campus, since he was on sabbatical 
leave and engaged in theological studies in New York 
City. 

As requested by the Board, Dr. Scharlemann's clari¬ 
fying statement explained why he presented the confer¬ 
ence essays and the Lutheran Quarterly article "God 
Is One” in the manner he did; his method and purpose; 
his position on verbal and plenary inspiration of the 
Scriptures; his view of the term inerrancy; and his at¬ 
titude toward Synod’s Brief Statement. 

Explaining his procedure. Dr. Scharlemann stated his 
two essays, “intended to be of an exploratory nature 
only,” were read at pastoral conferences at the invita¬ 
tion of their program committees “in an attempt to 
come to grips with the issue of the Scriptures as the 


Word of God :n terms of the 20th century.*!’ The essays 
w-ere presented, he pointed out, prior to the time that 
the faculty adopted a policy “by which new problems 
will be discussed within the faculty itself before they 
are aired publicly.” . 

The article “God Is One,” he explained, was written 
prior to his two conference essays and had -first been 
submitted to the editors of the Concordia Theological 
Monthly . “The staff, however, felt that it oucht not 
to be published . . . because this journal does not as 
a matter of policy print items whose purpose is to open 
discussion of a particular problem. The rticle was then 
sent to the Quarterly because it does print items whose 
sole purpose is exploratory. And, once ag ain I had 
no ffiini*- e»se jn i pind th -m tn -be ynTiLdiscu sskn. 

“The notice that the article was to be printed came 
... at a time when I had almost forgotten that the i’em 
had been submitted. I asked the editor not to use it. 
He referred my request to the managing editor, who 
at that time was on a three-week vacation. During that 
interval the article was printed. Personally^) regr et that 
it didjippf-ar i n_p iir q . because it lent itself to misunder¬ 
standing as an item that questioned the doctrine of 

used certain historical sinlatipn* to Jirar 

self as time went along^l’ 

To state his position on the doctrine of inspiration. 
Dr. Scharlemann wrote: “1 have at all times insist ed 
on the verbal and plenary inspiration o‘r Scripture. In 
fact, 1 have tried to point out that it is impossible to 
uphold and retain an adequate view of the authority 
of the Bible without a dynamic doctrine of inspiration 
that applies to the Scriptures in all their parts. That 
is to say, 1 accept even/ wo rd_o LSer ipfure ns hcin<» f ully 
i nspired and therefore the Word of Gad ” 

The suggestion made in his exploratory essays that 
“the term inerrancy ought no longer be used,” Dr. 
Scharlemann explained, “was in no way intended to 
be either an attack on the doctrine of inerrancy or an 
assault against the Scripture itself. Whatever references 
were made to the Scriptures in this connection were 
selected to support the view that the use of this term 
(inerrancy) led some people to misunderstanding.” 

The St. Louis theologian added, however, that dis¬ 
cussions with pastoral conferences, with the seminary 
faculty, and with the President and Vice-Presidents of 
Synod led him to the conclusion that “we must con¬ 
tinue tn th i^word because among us this term 
stands for the combjkl'lTutli ful ness and ut ter re liability 
of every word in Scripture . And 1, for my person, waul 
no part in any activity which would tend to destroy this 
view of the perfection and majesty of the Scriptures.” 

His “concern for the use of the word inerrancy," 
Dr. Scharlemann said, is expressed in the statement 
drawn up by the Evangelical Lutheran Gmrch of Aus¬ 
tralia (see page 15). He also voiced wholehearted ac¬ 
ceptance of the statement prepared by the seminary fac¬ 
ulty to deal with this and other contemporary concerns. 
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Concerning the E icj Statement Dr. Scha rlcmnnn ex- 
'rc. ,cd as his own considered opinion the view that 
• M,j I dir.* not address iTs .:li to :Ia particular 

^Ut iejYtiLin presently since the Brief 

» Statement was written before the rise of neo-orthodoxy. 
“At the same time,” he added. “I am fully aware that 
a'l of us teachers at synodical institutions have a special 
responsibility to r eflect the attitude and approach to ¬ 
ward Scr ip ture that is represented by tilts document. 

J have, pci. sopC'fly a]w avs accented and believed thr 
Joanna content oT~ ne Uriel Statement ” 

^ v -?eanwi:Te,'because of a growing disturbance over 
th : ’, issue in many parts of the church, the Board urged 
hose who made charges to n "ct with the Board of 
Qgn rol and Dr. Schariemann so t hat; c~>nti'rtine view^_ 
>t tv p'opei iv aireu ■;h( t r ^ssihly cornnosed . These 
invitations were not accepted, however. The f oarej 
. spe c i fic charges of false doctrine 
z fte s;:bni »Ved r. tv vague apd genera* indict^ 

/n ' nts. lh ;sc, too, acc ording to Dr. Wittmer. were not 

^ftjfrsgnang- 

/ .umber ,i early summer interviews followed 
vit Dr. Schir.U Ma~n, President l uerbringer, and Dr. 
Art' ur C. Repp, academic dean. The Board also con- 
uiilcu w.h Sy.iod’s Praesidium. 

i • view of Dr. Scharlemaun’s clarifying statement to 
th Board of Control and of the St. Louis seminary 
fact ty’s “Statement on the Fotm and Function of the 
Holy Scriptures” the 1 )ard resolved: “(1) that wc do 
not agree wi'b the mode of procedure and the methods 
i!v.* were i *ei by Dr Schariemann in presenting his 
papers; (2) o it we do not agree entirely with hisDtlyails 
o gy_* nor with the solutions of theological problems 
embraced in his pa”*ers; (3) that we do n qi , find nnv - 
i' L n S. ti:iti?._p;ii?crs for w.hidi-V iLJ^Qi M have Jo d eclare. 
r '' guilty of heresy’ and (4) that- we intend to con- 
ti »e this matter through to a proper solution.” 

The Board added Part 4 to its resolution because 
Dr. Schariemann had expressed the need to further 
clarity the intent ar J meaning of his essays. He stated: 

“In the presentation of these items, it scon became 
obvious that, despite my own intentions, the method¬ 
ology left much to be desired. There were sentences 
and even paragraphs in .hese papers that could be and 
were misunderstood without further and detailed ex- 
) ! uiit on. For this reason these essays will need to 
be supers .ded by funher and more carefully worded 
frr .tments appearing in the Concordia Theological 
Monthly.” 


* Tbr-ftifitg} in t’ coMKCiion is nol to be Understood as a 
body of doctrine blit the science of theology, w hich include* 
!' j/J - ialc < ; i Jafr^lailxu, Throughout the History of our 
(-lurch there have been differences between some of our theo¬ 
logians in the interpretation and application of certain Pible 
‘exts. i requcntly commentaries, such as Popular Commentary 
' .»/ the '.'Able by E. Krcizmarn, on certain texts give several 
allowable interpretations. Different interpretations are allow¬ 
able so long as they do not run counter to other cle.ir teachings 
of Scripture. 


The flirt of these “superseding treatments” will ap¬ 
pear under "he title “God’s Acts as Revelation” in the 
April issue of ,re CTM. 

Dr. Behnken’s Letter 

“Yus, we soon received a number of protects ano 
objections to these essays," said Dr. John W. Behnken 
in answer to a leading question on the part taken by the 
Praesidium in resolving the problem. 

“Therefore we urged — yes, we were very insistent 
that the president of our St. Louis seminary must bring 
Dr. Scharltmunn together with the several pastors who 
accused him of heresy," Synod’s President added. 

Both the president of the St. Louis seminary and its 
Board of Control invited the. i to com e for such a n ie et: 
mg, hip they dfrxlbu-J he said. 

Because Synod’s constitution pla s noon *ts Presi¬ 
dent chief responsibility for “the supervision regarding 
the doctrine and the administration of all olfleers of 
Synod and all such as are employed by Synod,” z$ well 
as the Districts of Synod, President P ihnken and the 
Vice-Presidents issu ed similar invit ation on litre 

n<-v>acjpnc “Fac h time ICpiv V.i tile i mitations, 
was postponed until i* was too t ■>- to m . 

Meanwhile^' Synod’s President and Vice-Presidents 
held a series of meetings with Dr. Schariemann, par¬ 
ticularly to review the judgment and decision of the 
Board of Control in finding nothing :n his essays “for 
.vhicli we wou ld have to decla re him gui lt y of 

After sliil another meeting of the Praesidium, the 
president and academic dean of the St. Louis seminary, 
and the pastoral members of the Board of Control to 
make sure that Dr. Scharlctnann’s statement on in¬ 
errancy was “clear-cut and unambiguous,” it was agreed 
that Dr. Behnken address a letter to the pastors and 
teachers of Synod to inform them of “the ft cts. 

In his letter, dated August 22, I960, Dr. Behnken 
said: “We herewith wish to report that we are grateful 
that Dr. Schariemann, who stated, ‘As one feature cf 
my exploratory essays, 1 made the suggestion that the 
term “inerrancy” ought no longer to ts used,’ has ex¬ 
perienced a change of mind and heart.” 

President Behnken concluded this letter (reported in 
the Witness, Sept. 20, 1960, p. 17) by stating: 

“We are thankful that God Ld Dr. Scharlemarm to 
speak as he did. We believe him. Wc feel convinced 
that he will teach and defend the position which our 
Synod has ever held about the divine inspiration, the 
infallibility and inerrancy, and the unquertionable au¬ 
thority of Holy Writ. Our prayer is that God may 
graciously bless him and all our professors with deep 
loyalty to Holy Scriptures and our Lutheran Conces¬ 
sions, with ever-increasing determination to train future 
workers in Christ’s kingdom who will be faithful and 
conscientious in preserving tlie precious heritage v inch 
God has graciously entrusted to our beloved Synod. 

“I sincerely hope that the above information may put 
an end to the disturbance. . . 
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Speri//1 Report _ 

They Need Our Prayers 

This special report covers a large area and numerous 
questions which have been under study for several years. 

It must be understood, therefore, that the report does 
not include everything at issue. It is rather an endeavor 
to communicate to members of Synod — as objectively 
as possible — the facts contributing to a major theo¬ 
logical problem. 

Because space requirements for long-standing com¬ 
mitments will not permit the Witness in subsequent 
issues to publish reader reaction to the report, also be¬ 
cause Synod’s District Presidents are scheduled to meet 
and discuss with the Praesidium and the St. Louis and 
Springfield seminary faculties the issues and concerns 
raised by the problem, readers arc urged to address 
their questions to Dr. Martin H. Scharlemann L 1 Sem¬ 
inary Terrace North, St. Louis 5, Mo.), to the president 
of the St. Louis seminary (Dr. Alfred O. F ucrbrimicj ^ 
Concordia Seminary. HOI l)e Mun Avc., St. Louis 5, 
Mo.), to the chairman of the St. Louis seminary Board 
of Control (Dr. George W. W ittmer, 3543 Pestalozzi 
St., St. Louis 18. Mo.), to Synod’s President (Dr. John 
W. R ehnkcn . 210 N. Broadway, St. Louis 2. Mo.), 
anil to their Distri ct Preside nts. 

Theological problems always have and always will 
exist — until God removes from us each taint of sin 
and by the grace of Jesus suffers us to see Him face to 
face, be like Him. and know Him even as we arc known. 

When one has interviews and conferences with such • 
servants of the church as members of Synod's Praesi¬ 
dium, the faculty of the St. Louis seminary, and the 
seminary’s Board of Control, one is almost over¬ 


whelmed by the responsibilities they shoulder for the 
church in their respective positions. 

These men always welcome intelligent, constructive 
criticism. All concerned in this report accepted whole¬ 
heartedly the Witness suggestion that questions con¬ 
cerning the report be addressed directly to them. 
These men also need the church’s prayers that the 
resolution of this complex theological problem, under 
the Holy Spirit’s direction, may bring blessing to the 
church and strengthen its witness to the world. 

The world needs our witness to the life-giving Gospel 
of Christ. While the importance of theological prob¬ 
lems is never to be minimized, the church cannot stand 
still and devote all its energies and resources exclusively 
to the pros and cons of a theological problem. 

And this is no time — there never is a time — for 
individuals and groups to foster divisions in the church. 
Avowed enemies of Christ are feverishly busy in every 
nation of the world. The Communists of Russia and 
China are losing no time and sparing no cost to divide 
and conquer nations and churches. 

Dear God and Father , drive us all to our knees 
in godly sorrow for our weaknesses anti error’s, our 
failure to irorship Thee in spirit and in truth, our 
halting efforts to do Thy toork while it is day. Lift 
our eyes to the forgiving , healing, ennobling , energ¬ 
izing love of Jesus. Unite us in Him for a clear, 
strong. Bible-centered witness to a world whose 
eternal destiny rests with Thee. Let us not be found 
wanting in doctrine and life, in Christian charity 
and Imrden-bearing, in zeal and fervor to advance 
Thy kingdom on earth. To Thee u>e commit our 
ivroblems and our church, in the name of Jesus, our 
exalted Head. 


THE LUTHERAN WITNESS 

May 28, 1940 


We do not, like the Fundamentalists, make the distinction that 
for such fellowship (as juat described) we consider it sufficient; 
if congregations or larger bodies agree with us in the great funda¬ 
mental doctrines — the doctrine of Creation, of the Holy 'Trinity, 
the Deity of jChrist, His Physical Resurrection, the Atonement, 
Justification by Faith, the Verbal Inspiration of the Bible, the 
Resurrection of the Body, Ithc Final Judgment, and possibly others, 
but do not require agreement in the doctrine regarding the Sacra¬ 
ments, for instance, or tl>e ministry, or other doctrines not directly 
connected with the way of salvation. For this reason we have 
consistently denied that we of the Lutheran Church are Funda¬ 
mentalists. We have testified from the beginning of our synodical 
life to the present day and hour that we are not permitted to 
distinguish between things in the Bible that are to be believed 
and others that need n^t be believed. We have always sajd and 
say today that any one who denies even a fact so remote from 
•the doctrine of salvation as, let us say, the fact that David slew 
Goliath or that Ruth was a Moabitess cannot have fellowship 
with us, for the simple reason that such a person denies what i6 
plainly stated as a fact in the Bible. 
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Aired in Witness 

Theological discussions which have ln-eu ‘Tlistmb’mg* J Dr. Bchnken noted thai. ihc of- 

llic Missouri Synod for llio |>asl several years are aired jficials of Synod and the aem- 

in the current issue of The Lutheran Witness, official \ na,y ! ' ,ld ,riC<J lo "? l .. Dr ' 
.. .... . , „ , .Scharlemann together with “sev- 

bi-MCOkly j.mUlicntioii of I lie Lut heran f hureli-Alissoun cra] pastors who excused him 


Synod. 

T n nine pages of text, the 
"Special Report." discusses I ho; 
nature of Uie Word of i.od> fi-oni llie Scriptures hut to en- 
ilescribes "A Statement on lM| hance their magnitude." 

Form and Function of the Holy] 

Script ures" a it o p I e d hy the 
St. Louis seminary faculty last 
October: presents statements 

from Dr. Martin FI. Scliarlonmun, 
professor at. Concordia Seminary, 

St. Louis, w ho has been accused 
by some critics of holding a 
wrong view; quotes a question 
and answer Interview with Dr. 

Alfred O. Fucrbringcr, president 
of the St. Louis semii ary; cites 
comment from the seminary, 
board of control; and conclude 
with a statement by Dr. John- 
W. iiehnken, president of the 
.Missouri Synod, citing a pastoraC 
letter written last fall in which* 

,he had expressed the hope "that' 

(the information may put an 1 
end to the disturbance . . .” 

In referring to the essays in 
.question which were delivered 
;ul various pastoral conferences 
[by Dr. Scharlemann, Ihc article 
noted that "statements from 
these essays have hepn widely 
quoted out of their context." It 
was also noted that the essays 
were of an exploratory natuix, 
designed to "discuss with the 
brethren" the findings of hi.s 
!studies in the field of revelation. 


through our Lord Jesus Christ, of heresy” but the pastors de - [ 
And what I have said and writ clined. The Synod preside nt sem' 
ten was intended no! lo tl tract i letter lo all the Synod's cler¬ 
gymen informing them of th* . 
facta in the case last fall, an 1 
i ->ting that Dr. Schu rlemannS 
sfele nienl on inerrancy wa' 
" clear-cut and unambiguous." 

“In hi.s letter Dr.'Bohn ken told 
the clergymen of Synod Hub 
"Wo feel convinc ed that tie (Dr 
S charler.inn'TT"w i! I teach a nd d> 
f end the position wh i ch on< 
Synod lias over hold about. th< 
d ivino inspiration, the infall i bintx 
and inerranoy, and the ungues 
ti( au thor it y of Ho ly Wri t." 

The Witness article suggests 
that reader reaction to the “is- 


Study Scripture* 

Dr. Kuerbringcr pointer* out 
that the seminary fa ’Ity "stud¬ 
ied th%/ ! OKwcrs lhai Scriptures 
i l.Vvnsc.vos give" i<> questions 
niiuii Christians have t>een dis¬ 
missing in recent years; "How 
do l lie Scriptures convey their 
message to us? When do they 
speak in literal terms, and when 
is I heir language that of imrgi- 
nation, poetry, or figure of 
speech? How arc they properly 
understood and explained?" 


The seminary president notes', sues and concerns raised by the 
that "there is really no need to, problem" lie addressed to Dr. 

i Scharlemann, Dr*. Fuerbringer, 
j Dr. Beh it ke n, Dr. George W. 

1 Wi timer, chairman of the sem- 
I inary hoard of control, or to 
j their district presidents. 


harmoui re .so-called difficulties 
in the Eible" because each sec¬ 
tion was written from a different 
point of view end for a parti *u- 

lar purpose. lie_n’.- o cxr'nins 

th f yens? in whi ch Fie Bible i s 
i nerrnnt, infallible, md wholly 
reliable. 


I Emphasizing his belief in Ihc 
verbal and plenary inspiration 
of Scriptures*, Dr. Scharlemann 
is quoted on the difference be¬ 
tween revelation and inspiration 
, in the April 4 Witness article.^ 
(The article also prints quota¬ 
tions on the "inerrancy" di.scus- 
Jsions. Dr. Scharlemann said ihe 
problem is revelation, not in¬ 
spiration. While regretting the 
disturbance caused in the church 
because of his essays. Dr. Sohar- 
lemaim said he had "learned a 
great deal" and gained "new in¬ 
sights" through the essay prep¬ 
aration and discussions. 

“Our faith rests on something 
bigger and stronger than defi¬ 
nitions* of inspiration and . er¬ 
rancy," Dr. Scharlemann Is 


The interview also quotes Dr 
Fuerbxinger on the meaning oj 
"theology moves” with the state) 
ment that "in His ~ ** an< 

pleasure our heave, v alhei! > q q *[*0-j 

from time lo time* p,. .a new •**_ 

Iheologieai insight.-. " He points 
up the increased understanding 
of the various bonks of the Bi It* 

y 4- 

as to their language and lux-T 
lorical. geographical, / rid eu‘l-| 
tural references. He noted that 
when one examines the writings 
of the Synodical fathers, theol¬ 
ogy moved then. too. 

1 

Cleared by Board 
The board of control state¬ 
ment noted that, while it did rot 
agree entirely with Dr. f *barle- 
mann'u procedures or with his 
theological science, i* could not 
find “ anything in hi- papers for 
which we would ha*. ? to declare 


fH 
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him guilty of heresy." The state¬ 
ment concluded With "we intend 
to continue this matter through 
to a proper solution." TV.- Board 
.statement followed 1 number 
of meetings with Dr. Scharle¬ 
mann and resulted in a clari- 


| quoted as saying. "The Biblfcat I tying statement fr Hie pro- 
concept of truth involves ’dur I lessor, 
entire relationship lo ~ God 


■NODICAL CONFERENCE COBSr.iKN 


! An official complaint to the! 
Conference by the Wisconsin i 
Synod’s Commission on Doctrinal' 
Matters concerning the ninei 
page- report in the April 4 issue 
of the Lutheran Witness, official* 
organ "or the Missouri Synod,,’ 
was reviewed by a Conference 
floor committee. 

The Wisconsir. Synod commis¬ 
sion contended.the statements on 
Scripture in the article did not 
conform to those contained in 
the statement on Scripture a- 
dopt.ed by the joint doctrinal 
committee of the fru" Synods. 

The conference floov commit¬ 
tee reported the Missouri Synod 
had given assurance of "Only 
.one possible interpretation” and 
that was in hnrmofcy with the 

Joint Statement. 

•* 
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Lutheran Chaplain 9/61 



By Martin H. Stharlemann 


A Refreshing Breeze 


1. Great and Good 

No less than 8-1 persons enrolled 
this sumraet in the School tor Grad¬ 
uate Studies at Ciotuordia Semi¬ 
nars. Si. Louis. \ lew seals ago 
this would hardly hast seemed pos¬ 
sible. l>m now a great and good 
I thing is happening in mu church: 
, men are becoming aware nl the lull 
I dimensions of theology and are 
finding it a jo\ and delight. Fill's 
| is part <>1 the change that is going 
I on within our chinch bod\. 

Today students at tlie Seminary 
ad nails iliscttss problems in the¬ 
ology during bull sessions, (.otit¬ 
is the notion that ail the answers 
have been provided. A telieshing 
bree/e blows across tlit* campus, 
i 1 his augurs well lor the chinch ol 
ihe Inline, when conferences will 
lie devoted to solid cxcgriit nl and 
doctrinal diMtissiotis in the light ol 




Cun temporal y problems and ap 
proaches. The first tokens of a 
new measure ol God's Spirit upon 
our (lunch art dearly in evidence. 
Vnd no one has U s \cl sm t ceded il l 
stopping stu Ii a gill fuun heaven. 

2. Forbes 

1 his particular section ol out 
column was written at Forbes Air 
Force Base in Kansas. F.\cry where 
ill tile «i\ ilian areas around the base 
aic the reminders that this is the 
centennial ol the Sunflower State. 
Our duudi has been at work in 
this State foi the same number ol 
years, as we have all been eloquent¬ 
ly reminded by the 1-1 1. (omention 
held a lew miles down the toad 
I rum Fopeka. 

Here at Forbes 1 1 it Chaplain pro¬ 
gram is under the supervision ol 
an old and e\pencilled hand: 
Chaplain Albeit l.iudeniaiin. With 


eighteen veins of service behind 
him, \ei\ tew new problems present 
themselves. He ha> had them be- 
lore. in the States ot overseas. One 
leally serious one the Chaplain 
solved for himself shortly after 
World Wat 11 came to an end. You 
see. in those years the Seminary 
graduates from the time before 19-13 
had no A.B. degiees. Leery other 
first lieutenant entering the mili¬ 
tary service bv way ot a college ot 
university RO I C, unit had such a 
degree. So Chaplain Lindemann 
and his side-kick. Chaplain Paul 
Tomasovic. decided to change this 
situation. They went to A Washing¬ 
ton University for a year to acquire 
a Master's degree. This lias stood 
them in good stead ever since: both 
are now tegular officers in the 
USAF. 

We've often wondered whether 
there is any general awareness in 
our church body what a crushing 
experience it was. back in the 
thirties and forties, to venture out 
into the chaplaincy or to a univer¬ 
sity campus and then suddenly to 
confront the consequences of hav¬ 
ing been ttained in schools whose 
work was not accredited, lhere is 
still a degice of bitterness in some 
hearts on this matter, mostly be¬ 
cause no hint was ever given, dur¬ 
ing the years of training, that our 
schools were not tally accredited. 
On the contrary, statements were 
made to the effect that the training 
given was quite superior to what 
other schools were offering. 

Fortunately, this situation has 
changed. To be sure, our Senior 
College is still working hard at be¬ 
coming accredited. Yet our Semi 


nary graduates from St. Louis to 
day will find open doors at almost 
any college or university. He does 
not now first have to establish him- 
selt. Furthermore, the Seminary 
giactuate ol today discovers that his 
training at the Seminary has 
equipped him adequately for im¬ 
mediate participation in the theo¬ 
logical research and instruction go¬ 
ing on in Europe and America, 
i his. too. marks an adv ance. He is 
aTinr to read and evaluate contem¬ 
porary theological works construc¬ 
ti vely ami does not find himself in 
t he .iwkwaivl positio n of nm hrint» 
a ble to comprehend what is going 
on" and then reacting vigorous ly 
a gainst the opportunities that air 
his. fti ten years we shall see the - 
results ol this kind of training for 
theological maturity. If the Lord 
of the Church permits the world 
to last another decade, we shall see i 
the fruits of this kind of teaching 
and learning. Out richest years arc 
ahead of us. not behind us. 

In the meantime, we observe 
some of the growing pains. Some 
oFihis agitation has its souice in a 
very sincere interest for the welfare 
of the Church. Much of it does 
not. It is a phenomenon that has 
repeated itself in the history of the 
church at least since the days of 
Jerome’s Vulgate — except the 
charge of Communism! 

Returning now to Forbes, here’s 
an air base that is being influenced 
theologically by Chaplain Linde 
maim and his family. Mrs. Linde- 
mann directs various choirs, includ¬ 
ing a remarkable junior choral 
group of some 10 young people. 
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SPECIAL. REPORT 


By the President and the Vice-Presidents of The Lutheran Church — Missouri Synod 
The Pastoral Members of the St. Louis Seminary Board of Control 
The President and Academic Dean of the St. Louis Seminary 
Prof. Martin H. Scharlemann of the St. Louis Seminary 


Through President John W. Bchn- 
ken's letter of August I960 and through 
the Special Report in the Lutheran 
Witness of April 1961 it became gen¬ 
eral knowledge that Dr. Martin Scharle¬ 
mann. professor of theology at Con¬ 
cordia Seminary, St. Louis, Missouri, 
delivered, upon invitation, a number 
of essays to his faculty and to pastoral 
conferences in various parts of the 
Synod. As a result of these presenta¬ 
tions criticism has been directed against 
Dr. Scharlemann. Bec ause of the crit¬ 
icism the president anil the academic 
dean of the seminary, the Board of 
Control of the seminary, and the Pres¬ 
ident and the Vice-Presidents of the 
Synod have had numerous meetings 
with Dr. Scharlemann during the past 
months, as individuals and as combined 
groups. Through such meetings the 
parties charged by the Synod to su¬ 
pervise the doctrine of the faculty 
attempted, with the help of God, to 
safeguard the welfare of the church, 
especially that of the seminary and its 
students. At the same time they sought 
to show an evangelical concern and 
brotherly love for Dr. Scharlemann. 
(Cf. Synodical Constitution, Article 
III, 7 and 8) 

These discussions culminated in the 
calling of a meeting for September 26 
and 27, 1961. Present were the Pres¬ 
ident and the Vice-Presidents of the 
Synod, the pastoral members of the 
Board of Control, the president and 
the academic dean of the seminary, 
and Dr. Scharlemann. In preparation 
for the meeting a number of questions 
were previously submitted to Dr. Schar¬ 
lemann which he was asked to answer 
in writing. The questions and answers 
served as a basis for a comprehensive 
discussion, in which the doctrinal con¬ 
cerns (inerrancy, the doctrine of the 
Scriptures, and others) received frank 
but evangelical consideration. For the 
sake of clarity and complete mutual 
understanding Dr. Scharlemann w'as 
given the opportunity, in response to 
the questions, to expand on his written 
statements. 

As an outgrowth of this and the pre¬ 
vious meetings, and as a result of the 
discussions at conferences and from 
his correspondence. Dr. Scharlemann 
reiterated clearly and unequivocally 
that he had retracted his suggestion 
that the term ^Tnerrancy ' f when applied 


to Scripture ought no longer be used. 
Dr. Scharlemann also recognized that 
the manner in which he presented his 
essays left much to be desired. There 
were sentences and paragraphs in these 
papers that were misleading. For this 
reason Dr. Schar l emann' has refracted 
the sentence “Scriptures are not in 
themselves a revelation" from his essay 
“The Bible as Record. Witness, anil 
Medium." Dr. Scharlemann has fur¬ 
thermore wjtjidrawn the sentence "Most 
certainly David believed that other gods 
ruled outside the confines of Israel" as 
found in his article “God Is One,” pub¬ 
lished in the Lutheran Quarterly, Au¬ 
gust 1959, Vol. XI, pp. 230—36. 

Dr. Scharlemann admitted in the dis¬ 
cussions that one of the complicating 
features of the whole situation had been 
a lack of patience and tact on his part 
in the presentation of materials. 

When sharp criticism was directed 
against Dr. Scharlcmann’s essay, the 
Board of Control of Concordia Semi¬ 
nary. St. Louis, asked these critics to 
present clear evidence of doctrinal er¬ 
ror on the part of Dr. Scharlemann. 
Critics were also invited to come before 
the Board of Control with such evi¬ 
dence and to discuss the matter in the 
presence of Dr. Scharlemann. These 
invitations were declined. The Presi¬ 
dent and the Vice-Presidents of the 
Synod made similar efforts. At this 
writing there is hope for a meeting. 

The officials of the Synod and the 
seminary, together with Dr. Scharle¬ 
mann. recognize that it is the task of 
the faculties of our seminaries, as it is 
the task of every pastor and teacher of 
our church, constantly to restudy the 
church's doctrinal formulations within 
the limitations of the Scriptures and 
the Lutheran Confessions. It is im¬ 
perative that the church, confronted 
with new opportunities and new situa¬ 
tions. and faced with new attacks on 
the divine revelation, restate, redefine, 
and amplify her formulations. The 
church depends upon the guidance of 
the Holy Spirit in this all-important 
and solemn obligation. 

The following questions were ad¬ 
dressed to Dr. Scharlemann. and these 
arc his answers: 

Q. Wlwt is your position in regard to the 
thn lrinal position of The Lutheran Church 
— Missouri Synod? 


A. The Synod’s position is.correct, 'f •' 
is why I am a member of this church 
I accept the Scriptures of the Old Testa 
ment anil the New Testament as the writ¬ 
ten Word of God and the only rule and 
norm of faith and of practice, and all the 
Symbolical Books of the Evangelical Lu¬ 
theran C?hurch contained in the Book of 
Concord as a true and unadulterated state¬ 
ment and exposition of the Woid of God. 
According to my ordination vow, which 
1 repeated when I was installed as pro 
fessor of theology at Concordia Seminary. 
St. Louis, I am solemnly pledged to the 
Scriptures as “the inspired Word of God 
and the only infallible rule of faith and 
practice" ( The Lutheran AgemUt, p. 127). 
Furthermore, I believe and accept t he doc- 
trinal content of the Brief Statement. As 
-I sM i cd -lmhc Lutheran Witness (Apri ! 
4, 1961, p. 165): "I am fully aware that 
all of us teachers at synodical institutions 
have a special responsibility to rellcct the 
attitude and approach toward Scripture 
that is represented by this document." 
Nevertheless wc must recognize "that the¬ 
ology, by its very nature, leaves many 
questions unanswered, and that as a result 
there arc areas of expression and opinion, 
including s ome matters of innoduction ami 
interpretation , which have not been un- 
"eqiwvoeully resolved by the Sacred Scrip- 
litres and in which I uthcran theologians 
may differ without on that account hei n; 
i n doctrinal 'Disagreeme nt?" ( ^TiTtual Re¬ 
sponsibility of Teachers' and Students wifl i’ 
Respect to Theological Discussions at Con- 
cordta Seminary. St. Louis, C, 1, b.) 

Q. Is there any one of the dot trines of 
oar church with which you disagree? 

A. No. 

Q. Wltat do you mean by statements you 
have made that the Synod mast he brought 
up to date? 

A. I do not mean that the doctrine of our 
church is out of date. Rather these state¬ 
ments were made to emphasize the respon¬ 
sibility of studying theology as an ongoing 
task of the church. New problems demand 
new applications of old truths. The truths 
of Scripture must be applied to present-day 
problems. 

Q. What do you mean l>y a statement 
made in a -meeting between the faculty 
and the President and the Vice-Presidents 
of the Synod that oar church must be 
made ready (conditioned) for a change? 

A. As far as I could determine, few were 
aware of ihe fact that certain problems 
existed in areas such as the "word, the 
church, revelation, inspiration, Holy Bap¬ 
tism, to mention several. These new prob¬ 
lems were created largely - hy the itn pacT 
oi modern theology anil science^ THId 
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nol mean that any doctrine needs to be 
changed. 

Q. What is your evaluation of Karl Barth’s 
neo-orthodoxy? Hnllmtum's demythologiz- 
ing? Until Brunners theology? Tillich’s 
teachings? 

A. By way of preface to my answers to 
these questions, let me say that it is my 
practice to attempt to find out what an 
individual theologian is really trying to 
say. I want to he very sure that I under¬ 
stand him and that I am fair to him 
before making any judgments. 

As far as Karl Barth is concerned, his 
theology—as far as I have read it — 
sutlers from the following major defects: 

a. That the Bible is the Word of God 
only when it is that to me (sub¬ 
jectivism). 

b. That there is no revelation of any 
kind outside of Jesus Christ (no 
revelation in nature). 

I have always categorically rejected Bult- 
mann’s demylhologi/jng. I have insisted 
that the proper way to interpret the Bible 
is to take the reader back to the Biblical 
point of view rather than attempting to 
bring the Bible up to date by stripping it 
of what Rultniann calls its mythological 
elements. 

The works of Limil Brunner that I have 
read deal mostly with the prolegomena of 
theology proper. I consider his Reason 
a nd Revelation a Lnaim contribution to 
efhslemology . especially to the question 
br the natiiic oT rcln:ioirs~k now le dge! At 
the same time, Brunner docs not respect 
the authority of the written Word as we 
of the Missouri Synod do. At this point 
I criticize him severely as being a threat 
to the authoritative place of Scripture in 
the church. 

In the case of Tillich. I have taken him 
at his wort! that he is a philosopher of 
religion rather than a theologian. Por 
that reason I have read little more of him 
than his treatment of cpistemoloev. I have 
repeatedly" taken exception to his notion 
that having an “idea of Christ" is enough. 

Q. Wliat tlo you sav of these theologians, 
especially as their teachings relate to the 
infallibility and inerrancy of lloly Writ? 

A They do not discuss these matters from 
our frame of reference. Whatever they 
have said that detracts from the authority 
of Scripture. I reject out of hand. 

Q. How do von understand the A astralian 
statement i»i inerrancy? This statement 
reads: 

"This inerrancy of the Holy Scriptures 
cannot be seen with hitman eyes, nor can 
it be proved to human reason: it is an 
article of faith, a belief in something that 
is hidden and not obvious. Wc believe 
that the Scriptures are the Word of God 
and therefore inerrant. The term ‘iner¬ 
rancy' has no reference to the variant 
readings found in the textual sources be¬ 
cause of copyists’ errors or deliberate 
alterations; neither does it imply an ab¬ 
solute verbal accuracy in quotations and 
in parallel accounts, such absolute con¬ 
formity evidently not having been part of 
God’s design. Wc believe that the holy 
wiiters, whom (iod used, retained the 
distinctive features of their personalities 
(language and terminology, literary, meth 


ods. conditions of life, knowledge of na¬ 
ture and history as apart from direct 
revelation and prophecy). God made use 
of them in such a manner that even that 
which human reason might call a defi¬ 
ciency in Holy Scriptures must serve the 
divine purpose." 

A. I understand the Australian statement 
to he a very creative contribution to a 
proper understanding of Scripture. Keep¬ 
ing in mind the historical and natural 
knowledge among the characteristics of 
each Biblical author is a most satisfactory 
solution to a very difficult problem. I be¬ 
lieve that Dr. Hermann Savse o f Australia 
has pointed this up very well when ho 
wrote in a recent letter to President Behn- 
ken (September 17, 1961): 

’’Only if we humbly bow before (he mys¬ 
tery of the Word of God which is hidden 
tinder a truly human appearance and 
which seems to contradict that which we 
would expect the Word of (iod to he, we 
shall he able to investigate the human 
fotnt. It was a great mistake of what 
Luther would call a theofogia gloriae of 
the Word to expect that the Bible must 
correspond to our human ideals of a per¬ 
fect book. We have to recognize that it 
pleased God to *pcnk of nature in the 
Bible in such a way that people of all ages, 
wise and unwise, could understand what 
He wanted us to know. Wc have also to 
recognize that He wanted the historical 
narratives to be written in exactly the 
same way in which the people of the 

ancient Orient wrote history. It is nol 

a lie if somewhere figures arc given, con¬ 
cerning the size of the people or the like, 
which, as all [the 12 signatories prefer 
“many" instead of ‘‘uir| such figures in 
ancient historiography, arc not meant to 
satisfy a modern statistician hut to serve 
as illustration of a multitude. It was a 

great mistake of the theologians of the 

17th century that they read their ideals of 
a book enlo the Bible, defending the holy 
writers even against the suspicion that 
their Greek was nol flawless. J he same 
mistake was made in the later centuries 
when professors, trained, as they believed, 
in the methods of true historical research, 
dissected the Holy Scriptures and accepted 
only that which they liked. We have 
learned, meanwhile, or wc should have 
learned, that the books of the Bible must 
be understood by the measures they them¬ 
selves have set. What did the author 
mean? Wh.u was the intention lie had 
when saying this or that, when making 
use of tradition in this or that way?" 

Q. What is your position on inerrancy? 

A. My positio n is that of the Australian 
statemen t, as I have indicated'“on several 
occasions, fo be properly used of the 
Scriptures, the term “inerrancy" must be 
seen in the light ol the Biblical under¬ 
standing of truth and error. This is an 
application of the Reformation principle 
that the Scriptures arc their own inter¬ 
preter. 

Q. Do yon believe and teach that the 
Hi hie may tint tain errors or mistakes? 

A. I have tried to avoid the use of “error" 
and “mistake," because these words sug¬ 
gest the kind of imperfections arid human 
fallibility that is not found in the Scrip¬ 
tures. I have said that Biblical authors 


w rote f rom where they were, as people 
of their tla v. As a ics.il!. there are iii IBS 
Scriptures what one might call a number 
of discrepancie s whenever one attempts to 
use such parts of the Scriptures in a sense 
and for a purpose not intended by God, 
e. g.. as Dr. Sa.ssc put it, "to satisfy a 
modern statistician." One could multiply 
this hy saying, “to satisfy the precision 
of a modern scientist or a historian or an 
archaeologist." Vet all pails oi the Scrip 
ture. even the seeming discrepancies, are 
true and are there because (iod want, 
them there as part of His own saving 
intent toward us. 

Q. What dit! von mean hy your "change 
of mind and heart ” as stated in Dr, Helm 
kens letter tif August 19(d)? 

A. Once I advocated the elimination of 
the term “inerrancy.” Now I rogue for 
its retention to underline the tttlei re 
liability of the written Word. I his is 
what I meant; anil I certainly tried to 
make (his vety clear at the lime. I have 
never denied what the church meant hi 
the doctrine of tne r rancy. As I st.iti I 
once before (l.tn iipkan Witness. April t. 
1961. p. 164). my concern with the term 
inerrancy was in no way intended to be 
either an attack on the doctrine of in 
errancy or an assault against the Scripture 
itself. Whatever references were made to 
the Scriptures in this connection were 
Icclcd to support the view that the u m. 
of this term (inerrancy) led some pcoph 
to misunderstanding. I sincerely regret 
that I. at one time oi another, gave a • liI 
fcrcnl impression. 

Q. Why do yon emphasize the "mights 
nets of Clod" through winch (iod revealed 
Himself? 

A. I have consistently spoken of the 
“mighty acts of God" because this is the 
Scriptural emphasis; cf. Acts 2:11 “Wc 
do hear them speak in our longues the 
wonderful works of (iod” (Greek “great 
things God has done") 1 Peter 2:9: “But 
ye are a chosen generation, a royal priest 
hood, an holy nation, a peculiar people; 
that ye should show forth the praises 
[Greek: ‘wonderful decds’l of Him who 
hath called you out or darkness into His 
marvelous light.” 

Q. Is not the Bihle itself a n velation 
of God? 

A. t he Scriptures do nol speak of them 
selves as a revelation . 'I wo ralher different 
words, (or example, ate used in Romans 
16:25,26 to speak, on the one hand, of 
the “revelation" in Jesus Christ ami the 
apostolic proclamation, and. on the other, 
the “making known” hy prophetic writings 

Romans 16:25,26: "Now to Him that 
is of power to stablish you according 
to my Gospel and the preaching ol 
Jesus Christ, according to the revelation 
of the mystery, which was kept secret 
since the world began, but now is made 
manifest, and by the Scriptures of the 
prophets, according to the command¬ 
ment of the everlasting (iod, made 
known to all nations for the obedience 
of faith. . . 

However. I do not mean to deny what vve 
have taught, that the Bible is God's rcv« 
lalion tii man. (Cf. Lutheran Cyclopedia. 
"Revelation.” p. 907) 
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(). I v llvty Writ merely a record, medium, 
and witness of revelation? 

A. As 1 see it, the word “merely" in the 
question is out of place. I have no objec¬ 
tion to speaking of the Scriptures as reve¬ 
lation. lit fact, our dogmaticians do just 
that. My purpose was to inquire whether 
the Scriptures use this concept about them¬ 
selves. My suggestion that the Bible is 
a record,* witness, and medium of reve¬ 
lation really intended to say more, rather 
than less. We should not stop with calling 
Scripture a revelation, but in addition 
take it on its own terms as a record and 
medium of the mighty acts of God and 
a witness to them. (Cf. Luther,in Cyclo¬ 
pedia, “Revelation," p. 907) 

From our discussion it has been made 
clear that my statement “Scriptures - are 
not in themselves a revelation," in my 
essay, “The Bible as Record, Witness, and 
Medium,” has been a source of difficulty 
and concern. I. therefore, withdraw the 
statement. Without considerable oral ex¬ 
planation it certainly lends itself to mis¬ 
understanding. In this connection it may 
he useful to say that both essays, “The 
Bible as Record. Witness, and Medium” 
and “Revelation and Inspiration” have 
been s uperseded bv a mure care fully 
worded article in the Apri l 1961 issue of 
I'ont ordia 1 tteoloefrnl Mnnthly culled 
Tunis Acts as Revelation.” 

Q. In what sense could you, as a theo¬ 
logical professor, claim that your papers 
ran! before large pastoral conferences 
were ‘exploratory"? 

A. They deal with matters on which our 
church has said very little a nd to which 
it wa> not seriously addressing itself. 

(). Is that the place to explore any leach- 
inns about which you are not certain? 

A. Yes: in fact, I was invited by the 
program committee of the pastoral con¬ 
ference of the Atlantic District to do just 
this. This is one of the purposes of pas¬ 
toral conferences— to discuss God’s Word 
especially as it is relevant to our ttme. 

I discussed the subject of revelation and 
inspiration on the basis of notes, fully 
prepared to modify whatever might ap¬ 
pear unbiblical. The presentation seemed 
to be so well received that 1 felt it could 
he used in other places. And so I did. 
always on invitation from responsible 
groups. 

My essay “The Inerrancy of Scripture” 
was intended solely for faculty discussion 
and was a part of a larger series of studies 
conducted by our faculty, it. loo, was 
originally presented on the basis of notes. 
It was written out by faculty request to 
enable faculty members to discuss the 
presentation more thoroughly at a sub¬ 
sequent meeting. 

Although two of my essays were prepared 
before the San l-'ranciseo convention, I be¬ 
lieve that my procedure in reading such 
exploratory essays was in harmony with 
Committee 3. Resolution 9, Section C, of 
the San Francisco convention. ( Proceed - 
inns, p. 191) 

Q. Did yon not defend your essays? 

A. Yes. of course. This is the only way 
one can have a discussion. However, this 
iloes not mean that my exploratory essays 
set forth my final position. 
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Q. What do you mean by your claim that 
you modified your essays? 

A. The changes I made were in matters 
of methodology, language, and in the in¬ 
stance of the use or noiinsQ ot ttie term 
“inerrancy.” Whatever modifications have 
appeared in the superseding paper. “God’s 
Acts as Revelation,” are natters of clari ¬ 
ficat ion, emphasis, fuller context, and 
style. 

Q. What did you mean when before your 
brethren on the faculty yon plunned to set 
forth the paradox that the Hook of Truth 
contains errors? 

A. A paradox is a seeming contradiction. 
The paper “The Inerrancy of Scripture.’’ 
as stated above, was written for discussion 
within the faculty only. It was to show 
that this paradox can be properly resolved 
only when it is viewed i,n th e ligh t of the 
Scriptures themselves. thciTla ngua^^jiicix: 
li terary lot ms. and theit concept of ti Ulii^_ 
In this context I used the term “error” to 
put the paradox in its baldest terms and 
in the light of contemporary discussions 
of the word “inerrancy.” 

Q. What do you believe and leach con¬ 
cerning the llihie record of creation? Was 
tt a fiat creation? Is there any room for 
iheistu evolution? 

A. Mv view is that Genesis I and 2 de¬ 
scribe the way in which the world was 
created. (Hebrews 11:3: “Through faith 
we understand that the worlds were framed 
by the word of God. so that things which 
are seen were not made of things which 
do appear.”) Yes. there was a fiat crea¬ 
tion then as there is also when faith is 
created (cf. 2 Cor. 4:6: "For God, who 
commanded the light to shine out of dark¬ 
ness, hath shined in our hearts to give 
the light of the knowledge of the glory 
of God in the face of Jesus Christ”). 
[n niv own thinking there is no room for 
theistic evolution. 

Q. What do you believe and teach con¬ 
cerning the Bible record of the creation 
of Adam and Eve? Were they truly the 
first parents of the human race? 

A. I have insisted in my papers that Adam 
and Eve were hisu rica l persons and so the 
first parents of the human race. 

Q. What do yon believe and teach con¬ 
cerning the Bible record of the account 
of the Fall? 

A. I have always spoken of the Fall as 
a real occurrence, as being neither a par¬ 
able nor a myth. I have also called at¬ 
tention to the fact t hat Genesis 3 does no t 
say in express words~fliat the serpent wa s 
Satan. This statement can be understood 
fully only from other parts of the Scrip¬ 
ture, where the serpent or the dragon is 
a symbol of Satan (Rev. 12:9: “And the 
great dragon was cast out, that old serpent, 
called the devil and Satan, which deccivcth 
the whole world: he was cast out into the 
earth, and his angels were cast out with 
him"). 

Q. What do you believe and teach con¬ 
cerning the jiihlc record of the first and 
subsequent Messianic prophecies? 

A. I have always understood and thought 
of these prophecies as being genuine prom¬ 


ises of a coming Messiah. But t have 
also stressed ,the fact that the Old Testa¬ 
ment consists of much more by way oi 
promise than specific Messianic prophecies. 

Conclusion 

On the basis of our comprehensive 
and thorough discussion we, who car¬ 
ried on these conversations with Pro¬ 
fessor Seharlemann, find that he is in 
ful 1 agreement with the teachin g of tKc 
S criptures and the Lutheran (^oiiles- 
sions. t-fc takes a proper position with 
regard to the formulations of the doc¬ 
trinal position of the Synod, specifically 
the Brief Statement, and has proceeded 
in accordance with recommended syn¬ 
odical practice. (Sec Resolution 9, 
Committee 3, San Francisco conven¬ 
tion.) 

All of us whose names appear below 
concurred wholeheartedly in this entire 
report: The President and the Vice- 
Presidents of the Synod, the president 
and the academic dean of Concordia 
Seminary. St Louis, the clergy mem 
hers of the Board of Control of tin 
seminary, and > iof. Martin Schnrlc- 
mann. it is the report of all the twelve 
men assigned to this work. All of v 
recognize the seriousness of the tespon 
sibility with which we are charged. 

W’c are pratelul to the I >oly Sp irit 
whose guitlance we implored, that tin 
r eport is unanimous. No compromise 
h as been involved' in' reaching agree 
meat. 

We thank our heavenly Father that 
He has blessed these meetings, and wc 
beseech Him to pour upon our Synod 
and all Christians everywhere the grace 
of unity that we may worthily serve 
Him. 

(Signed) 

John W. Beiinkhn 
Kurt W. Biel 
Alfred O. Fuerbringi r 
Oliver R. Harms 
Glorce A. Loose 
Frederic Niednf.r 
Arthur C. Nitz 
Gerhardt E. Nitz 
Arthur C. Repp 
Martin H. Scharlemann 
Roland P. Wttm uaendf.ks 
George W. Wittmer 

St. Louis, Missouri 

November 29. 1961 

Note: The above report was presented 
to the meeting of the College of Prcsi- 
dents and the faculties of both of ottr 
T EcT, logical seminaries Wednesday, Nov. 
29, 1961 . At the conclusion of a thor¬ 
ough discussion the group of / 1 5 men 
unanimously resolved: *‘ HV thank a’ ! 
those involved for this presentation arid 
e xpress our gratification for the prog¬ 
ress made.' 1 — J. W. behnken 
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801 Df. MUN AVI 

St.Loois 5, Mo. 


i 

December 22, 1961 


’’.r, August Korff, 

New Haven, Missouri 

Deer Mr. Korff 

In reply to yom- letter of December 19, -‘■ay I say that 
none of my papers ever contained false doctrjne. Hence there vra .3 
nothing to retract. This point should be made abundantly clear by 
M A Report to All Members, etc, ” 

2or doe 3 any other signatory of the document you refer 
to hold that these essays of mine contain false doctrine. 7hat r s 
WI 19 re ^d noticing about retraction in the report. 

That they contain ary hind of false doctrine could be 
believed and held only by such as pervert and distort oven the 
simplest English, It is these that have shown themselves to be the 
division-mongers that Roman.*. 16:17-13 so strongly condemns. 



The excerpt on the right 
is reproduced from the 
December 21, 1961 issue 
of the Badger Lutheran - - 


Or. Scharlemann 

Retracts, Clarifies 
His Doctrinal Stand 

Dr. Martin Scharlemann, a member of the faculty of 
Concordia seminary, St. Louis, Mo., has clarified his doc¬ 
trinal positiop, and has retracted some statements he pre¬ 
viously made, According to a report which has been sent to 
all pastors in the Lutheran Church—Missouri synod. 
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The Lutheran Church-Missouri Synod 

210 NORTH BROADWAY * SAINT LOUIS 2. MISSOURI 
TELEPHONE CENTRAL 1 -6969 


April 26, 1961 


Mr. August Korff 
New Haven, Missouri 

Dear Mr. Korff: 

Your letter under date of April 5 arrived here while I was 
attending the Oklahoma District Convention and from there I 
went directly to the Southern California District Convention. 

I realize that there are those who have made varying statements 
with regard to the meeting which has been attempted between the 
executives of the Seminary, members of the Board of Control and 
the Fraesidium of Synod, as well as members of the Confessional 
Lutheran Group. 

What are the facts in the matter? 

1. Bight after the Confessional Lutheran began to attack Dr# 
Martin Scharlemann I insisted that President Fuerbringer 
get Dr. Schademann together with the two men of the 
Confessional Lutheran who had brought the charges. I 

was very insistent at this because 1 felt that this is the 
only wayto settle such a matter in a God pleasing manner. 

Let the rnen face each other and discuss the matter. 

2. The men of the Confessional Lutheran declined to accept 
this invitation. 

3. The Board of Control of our Concordia Seminary invited the 
men of the Confessional Lutheran for a meeting. Also, this 
invitation was declined. 

^. After this the vice-presidents and I happened to meet the 
Rev. Paul Burgdorf/’fhei.nsville, Wisconsin. We told him 
that we must get together. At that time he stated "not 
alone". I asked how many and he insisted that there were 
twelve. Then we invited these men to a meeting. We have 
done that on three separate occasions. In each instance 
the meeting was decline*d and the men insisted that they wanted 
to meet first on their terms with us. 


THE REV. J W BEHNKEN. D O 

PRESIDENT 


THE REV. O. R HARMS D D. 
FIRST VICE PRESIDENT 


THE REV R P. WIEDERAENDCRS. D D. 
SI COND VICE-PRESIDENT 


orrirt or tmf 
PRESIDENT 


THE REV. GEO. W WITTMER D.O. 
THIRD VICE-PRESIDENT 


THE REV. A. C. NITZ. D O. 
FOURTH VICE PRESIDENT 
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April 26,1961 


6. At the present time a fourth effort is in the making to meet 
with these men. Whether it will result in a meeting, remains 
to be seen. 

The above statements are facts. Irrespective of what others may 
say about them these are true. 

As to your questions, permit me to say that when the vice-presidents 
and 1 met a number of times with Dr. Martin Scharlemann, and when 
he told us that he had undergone "a change of mind and heart", and 
when he and the others were asked whether this could be sent out in 
a Letter to our people, at least three times, then there was nothing 
fur us to do but to believe that he had undergone a change of mind 
and heart arid that his former position was untenable. From the very 
fact that we dealt with Dr. Scharlemann as we did you can draw the 
conclusion - and rightly so - that we were not in agreement with the 
doctrinal position which he espoused in his papers. 

1 hope that the above will servo a: n satisfactory explanation and 
an answer to your questions. 


Very repsectfully yours, 


J . W. Behnken 


»] WB:md 


Februa ry I, 1961 The Lutheran Layman 

Dr. Belinken Tells 
Gophers Synod is 
Doctrinally ‘Solid’ 

MINNEAPOLIS, (RNS)-Dr. John W. Behnken of St. 
Louis, president of The Lutheran Church-Missouri Synod, 
assured Minnesota leaders of the 2,442,933-member denomi¬ 
nation that, while some critics have charged the synod with 
leaving its conservative moorings, it still stands on "solid” 
doctrinal foundations. 
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is to say, Jeremiah was not Amos, and Paul 
was not Isaiah. Serving as the authoritative 
instrument of God's revelation, each one 
wrote as a distinct personality living at 
a certain time and in given circumstances. 
Each author, therefore, gives his own pe¬ 
culiar testimony. This can be illustrated 
from the way in which Matthew and Mark 
handle the account of the transfiguration. 
Mark, we should note, does not mention 
the shining face of Jesus as Matthew does 
(17:2). Instead he stresses the brilliance 
of Jesus’ garments (9'3). Why this dif¬ 
ference? Very possibly because Matthew 
is interested in witnessing to his Savior as 
the new Moses, for of the latter we read 
(Ex. 34:29) that his face shone brightly 
as he came down from Mount Sinai. Mark, 
on the other hand, is more concerned with 
bearing testimony to Jesus as the true 
Israel; the glittering garments quite pos¬ 
sibly represent this accent. This would 
help explain why Mark omits the words 
in whom I am well pleased" from the 
utterance of the Farher’s voice out of the 
cloud. 

God chose to reveal Himself just in this 
kind of particularity, through men who 
stood at given points within history and 
wrote within the framework of their re¬ 
spective times. This is why not only their 
language but also their manner of pre¬ 
senting historical information at times dif¬ 
fers from ours. These factors belong to 
rheir specific background and personalities, 
as our Australian brethren have pointed 
out in their official sntemen*s on Scrip 
rure.* This situation, however, does not 

* "We believe that the holy writers, whom 
God used, retained die distinctive features of 
their personalities (language and terminology, 
literary methods, conditions of life, knowledge 
of nature and history as apart from direct reve- 


detract from the utter r eliability' of the 
record and witness of the Biblical authors 
of God's great deeds . On the contrary, it 
underlines God's faithfulness in dealing 
with His children during each period of 
their history. 

If we keep in mind this relationship of 
the Biblical documents to God’s mighty 
acts, always to be understood as "deed- 
words,” we shall be preserved from the 
error of Judaism, which saw and often 
s ees in the Biblical documents themsel ves 
an authority indep ende nt of jhose aers to 
which they testify. As a result, Judaism 
has often determined an individual’s atti¬ 
tude toward God on the basis of his re¬ 
sponse to Old Testament documents as 
such, especially as these were interpreted 
by the tradition of the elders. By not 
going beyond the documents to the prior 
acts at God , to whi ch they b ear testimony, 
men c um revelation into tradition. This 
perversion is the source of all legalism. 

This is nor said to belittle the signifi¬ 
cance of our sacred writings. In fact, our 
observation magnifies them by giving them 
their full due. For the written documents, 
too. are God's creation, as has already been 
indicated. In fact, we are reminded by 
2 Peter 1:21 that "no prophecy ever came 
by rhe impulse of man, but men moved 
bv the Holy Spirit spoke from God" 
(RSV). The word "moved," by the way, 
is the same one used in previous verses 
of the voice that was heard on the Mount 
of Transfiguration. Its use in both con¬ 
texts is a reminder that God must break in 

lation and prophecy). God made u<e of rhtrr t 
in such a manner that even that which human 
reason might call a deficiency in Hoi’* . .e 
must serve the divine purpose.” (T.G A- 'ra¬ 
ttan Lutheran, August 22, 1956, 0.2^5) 
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to speak" if we are to hear anything from known. They were raised up within Israel 

Him. Again, its presence recalls us to the and within the church to bear their par- 

realization that we are here dealing with ticular testimony to God’s ways. This 

a miraculous action involving the Third makes their writings a means of revelation.. 

Person of rhe Trinity in that movement for they are the instruments by which we 

of Gcd toward us which we cad revelation, ourselves are m ade contemporaneous w ith 

All three persons of the Godhead are t hat s equence of events which is oft e n re- 

pan of the mystery of revelation. The ferred to as Hjtlspeschitbie^ 

Father has "spoken"; the Son is the very We can be so bold as to say all this be- 
Center of what Gcd did and said to make cause the creation of the church is God’s 

Himself known; and the Holy Spirit is the last great act before the Lord returns. Of 

Source of that special guidance, commonly that church we are a part, and as her 

referred to as inspiration, given to the members we are made heirs of all that 

men who wrote the Biblical books. What God has done by way of disclosing Hira- 

these men wrote purs us into contact with self to men as a God of mercy and of 

those wondrous acts of Gcd by which He judgment. Moreover, to us has been given 

redeemed His people. The written Word the responsibility of declaring "rhe won- 

of prophet, apostle, and evangelist stands derful deeds of Him who called you ut 

in the place of the eyewitnesses, co allude of darkness into His marvelous iigr.t" 

once more to Lukes preface. The sacred (l Purer 2:9). To us, as to Moses and t 

authors, wc may say, then, occupy a very to the Children of Israel, He has made 

special and unique place in the whoie known H»s ways. j" 

process by which God has made Himself St. Louis, Mo. 



Gods Acts As Revelation 
MARTIN H. SCHARLEMANN 


April 1 VS / 
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Gnomon 

MARTIN H. SCHARLEMANN 


t. Genesis 

Recently there came to hand 
a delightful ami penetrating 
pamphlet entitled, Cosmos and 
Creation: Science and Theology 
in Reformation Thought. This 
paper was done by Dr. Jaroslav 
Pclikan and is published by the 
American Philosophical Society 
as a reprint from Proceedings 
of the American Philosophical 
Society. Volume 105. No. 5 (Oct. 
1961). II represents a rather 
broad effort on the part of the 
Chicago Divinity School to ap¬ 
ply to contemporary problems 
some ol the ways in which the 
Reformation spoke and wrote 
of creation and nature, on the 
conviction that the time has 
come to interpret both cosmos 
and creation in new language 
and with new daring.” Funda¬ 
mentally. this means that we 
must speak of nature not as 
though it were God. nor of God 


as thought lie were only the 
lx)rd of nature, but rather that 
“nature is in God” <cf. Col. 1:16. 
17). I Thai is to say. let us not 
forget God is both immanent 
and transcendent. -Ed. I This ap 
proach will unfold for us the in¬ 
sight of the early church that 
the healing ol nature is to he 
found in the cross of Christ. 
This, it should be noted, is the 
view of St. Paul. 

One of the pressing needs of 
the Lutheran church is that <>r 
addressing itself to the whole 
problem of the creation account 
in Genesis. When this problem 
comes up in our Seminary clas¬ 
ses on Biblical interpretation, 
wo proceed as follows: 

I can l« a doctor's olhrc soul 
have blood extracted from my 
arm. lie will pul it Into a test 
lube: and I can sj«> ol it, "This 
is in> blood Ymi will note that 
these are precisely Hie name 
words dial occur m the iiistitu 
tion or ll)i Lord's Supper Hut in 
I lie Kueharist the words apply in 
a different dimension I could MU' 

26 
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neither Ihe laiiKuape ol the * 
Lord's Supper nor UK* content of 
the Eucharistic cup to answer 
the question <>r llte chemical con 
dilution of human Mood 

In tlx sum wav. I could not and 
can not use the lanuuase nt 
Genesis I and 2 to annwer strictly 
scientific questions Docs Gene 
sis I mean a twenty foui hour 
day? Ol course, it does It tells 
iis that God created the day and 
week as the h.rathic knew It. 
with the Sabbath. This was an 
awesome revelation at a time 
when other nations believed Unit 
the Kocis w ere part ol the compos. 
I‘he God wlm reveals Himself in 
tin Si-i ipl II i e- manifest: Hiiom-Ii 
as the Creator of lime and his- 
lory itself 

. . In short, tins account does ijoi 
11 tell UN in scientific terms what 
I I actually linppi neb. Any such tie- 
ertplion would lie lol.illv uninte! 
Ilpihle to us. dealnit! yyith com 
plextlies and vast nesses that par 
M's our comprehension. Some peo¬ 
ple Iherefoie, properl.y dislitip.uish 
lielween the laneuai’e of follti 
.uni mi science This in a i > l>1 111 
to l.uthei vsho insisted that the 
study of the natural world had 
a technical aulonom.v all Its own 

I'urthfirnore. Ihe Biblical erea 
lion aecount has been ijlvon to u? 
not particularly In iu\c us special 
information about the cosmos inn 
to account f«n the orijjins. of lie* 
universe as tin* scene and arena 
of God's redemptive activity. 
That is to say. we can see the 
meaning of creation ontv when 
we take our position at the cru¬ 
cifixion and resurrection of out 

I .ril'd 

2. Special Project 

The Board of Governors of 
the Lutheran Laymen’s League 
recently asked the Executive 
Council of ihe Academy lo ar¬ 
range for the preparation of 
some special material on ihe 
subject of communism, to he 
printed in the format of tfie* 
brochures that were designed 
for "Preaching Through the 
Press.” Two men have been se¬ 
lected as writers. They arc Dr. 
Jerzy Ilauptman of Park Col¬ 
lege, a professor ot political 
science, and Dr Robert Schar 
lemann, specialist in the philos¬ 
ophy oi religion. The present 
writer and the Rev. Andrew 
Buchner, the editor of the Scho¬ 
lar. will check the materials for 
readability. 

Perhaps this a good context 
in which to point oul that both 
the United Lutheran Church and 
the American Lutheran Church 
have been busy these past 
months preparing materials to 
be used in guiding people 
through the present barrage of 
anti-communist literature. The 
leaders of these denominations 
were quick to d iscern_ thc_ de- 
monic elements In some of this 
"thunder from the right.” The 
lay leaders in the L.L.L. are to 
he congratulated for their time¬ 
liness in Ibis area. The Acade¬ 
my is happy to be of service 
in the brochure project. 
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Scholar Discounts 
Dead Sea Scrolls 


Excitement over the Dead Sea Scrolls is unwarranted by the 
cts, one of the world s leading Biblical scholars declared here 

Wednesday. 

Rabbi S amuel Sandmcl. presi- \ caJ Premises shattered." Dr. 
c Society oT ’'BiTT'caTj Sandmcl said: 

'.ileralurc and Exegesis told the i Since l am 


ind fcx egesis. told the 
society’s ninety-sixth meeting at 
Concordia Se mina iy that the 
scrolls "have given “rise to the 
■greatest exaggeration in the his¬ 
tory of Biblical scholarship.” 

"The stuff that could have 
made them as exciting as alleged 
wasn’t and isn’t there," he said. 
Noting the absence from the 
Scrolls of direct mention of 
known people .and events, Dr. 
Sandmcl added: 

DATES UNCERTAIN 
'That is whv there has been 


a rabbi, I assume 
that no one would suggest that j 
my skepticism about the Scrolls 
and their supposed direct rda-• 
tionship to Christianity rests on 
any fear that my personal the¬ 
ology will be damaged. 

"The trouble for me on going 
into the Scrolls was not that my 
theology was offended, but only 
my academic training." 

A former St. Louisan and a i 
graduate of the University of 
Missouri, Dr. Sandmel is provost 
and a professor at Hebrew Union 
Coliege-Jewish Institute of Re 


no limit on the various dates ; ligion. Cincinnati. He is a native 


proposed for the Scrolls. I re¬ 
gard the Scriptural books and 
fragments as of much more 
value than the 'sectarian docu¬ 
ments’ and the ‘hymns.’ Hence, 
l respecting the Scrolls and Chris¬ 
tian origins, I for one would 
gladly swap all the sectarian 
documents and the hymns for 
one tiny Qumrun fragment that 
would contain the name of Jesus, 
or Cephas, or James or Paul. 

"Until such a fragment is 
found. I shall persist in regard¬ 
ing the Scrolls as adding a few 
more drops to the bucket that 
was already half full, a bucket 
enabling us to know no more 
than perhaps 50 per cent about 
Christian origins." 

CITES BOOK 

Pointing out that Edmund 
Wilson, who wrote a book about 
i the Scrolls, had accused New 
Testament scholars of "shying 
away” from the Scrolls "because 
they did not want their theologi- 


of Dayton, Ohio, but grew up 
here. 

The three-day meeting of some 
500 Biblical scholars will end 
Thursday. 


Some 500 scholars of tin* United 
Slates, Canada, and Europe used the 
facilities of Concordia Seminary dnr- 
inj» the final week of ISX> 1. These 
men are memherti of the Society of 
biblical Literature and Exegesis am' 
other related professional socieE-s, 
such as tin* American School; of 
Oriental Research, the National Asso¬ 
ciation of Biblical Instructors, and the 
National Association of Professors of 
Hebrew. Members of the faculty of 
Concordia Seminary vnIk> are mem¬ 
bers of the S. B. L.E. are Dr. P. M. 
Hretscbcr, Prof. E. VV. Danker, Prof. 
N. C. Mabel, Dr. E. M. Krentx, Prof. 
II. T. Mayer, Prof. J. J. Michael, Dr. 
\. von R. Sauer. Dr. \1. II. Scharle- 
inami. and Prof. VV. Wegner. 


OMAHA LENTEN RETREAT 

— 25th Year — 

Place: First Lutheran, 31st and Jackson Sts., 

Omaha 

Date: Monday, March 12, 1962 

Time: From 9:30 a.m. to 4:00 p.m. 

Speakers: Dr. J. W. Behnken, St. Louis 

Dr. M. H. Scharlemann, St. Louis Sem¬ 
inary 


Topics: "The Pastor’s Witness to the Unity of 


7 


the Church" Dr. J. W. Behnken 
"The Pastor as an Exegete” 

Dr. H. M. Scharlemann 7 

Dr. J. W. Behnken will he given time to bring us 
up to date on synodical matters. 

Holy Communion will be celebrated at 9:30 a.m. 
Preacher: Dr. John W. Behnken, St. Louis 
Liturgist: Dr. Lawrence Acker, Omaha 

Noon Luncheon will be served by First Lutheran 
ladies in The Education Unit of First Lutheran. 
Bookstore department will pick up the check. 

The Rev. F. Niedner, Jr., President of the Northern 
Nebraska District will serve as chairman of 
the meetings. 

—Spread the word — Bring a car load— 

The Lenten Pastoral Retreat is sponsored by 
The Omaha Pastoral Conference for Missouri Synod 
Pastors and arrangements were made by the follow¬ 
ing committee — 

Theodore Vogel, Richard Naglcr 
Martin Renner, Lawrence Acker 


lut h'. r.tn 

frbmory 1962 


Education 


The Lutheran Layman 
April, 1962 

. Dr. John \V. Behnken. president, nf the 
Mi ouri SiTiod. end Dr. Martin H. Scharlemann. professor at 
Con« ordia Seminary, Si. Louiv were the featured speakers at 
thp annual Lenten letroai for pastors in Nebraska and Jim a 
one of tty largest gatherings of its kind in Synod . 
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February, 

The Abomination of Desolation in 

Missouri's Holy Place 

It is indeed a revolutionary experience 
within the Missouri Synod to see Christ-deny- 
ing Jews and Modernists stand at the lectern 
and on the platform where Drs. F. Pieper and 
Ludwig Fuerbringcr once stood. Yet. such 
was the case when that fellowship of theolog¬ 
ical crct.hi and plethi, the Society of Biblical 
Literature and Exegesis, held its annual meet¬ 
ing on December 26-28 at Concordia Semi¬ 
nary in St. Louis. Here is implementation, 
with vengeance, of the thinking of Prof. 
Scharlemann expressed in his answer to Ques¬ 
tion 4 of the REPORT TO ALL MEMBERS OF 
THE | MISSOURI | SYNOD BY THE PRESI¬ 
DIUM etc. recently sent our clergy and pub¬ 
lished in the Lutheran Witness of Dec. 26: 
“that our church must be made ready (con¬ 
ditioned) for a change” Missouri is being 
pushed around “the Bend in the Road”! (Prof. 
Scharlemann, in the Lutheran Chaplain , 
Christmas issue, 1958.) 

Rabbi Samuel Sandmel, professor of He¬ 
brew Union College in Cincinnati, Ohio, is 
president of this motley society of 2100 mem¬ 
bers from the United Slates, Canada, and 
Europe, 500 of whom participated in this 
year’s meeting. (Lodging at the seminary: 
$1.00 per night.) 

To give just an example or two of the 
“wisdom” that was disseminated at this gath¬ 
ering, one of the participants in the meeting 
pointed out that Wellhausen has been de¬ 
bunked, but that we have nothing better. 
(Julius Wellhausen, German professor, 1844- 
1918, developed, along the lines of evolution¬ 
istic “science,” the theory of E. Iteuss and 
Graf, that the Pentateuch is basically of post- 
exilic origin.) And so also, it was said, the 
JEDP source theory is “wobbly,” but we have 
nothing better. (The JEDP source theory is 
Modernism’s theory that the books of Moses 
were not written by him — although Christ 
indicates that they were — but that they were 
compiled from various traditional sources 
500 years and more after his time and edited 
and re-edited until they attained the form in 
which we know them. The various imaginary 
compilers and redactors are designated as a 
“Jehovist” — more precisely as a number of 
successive Jehovists, — an “Elohimist,” a 
“Deuteronomisl” who supplied legal portions, 
and a “Priestly” editor who is supposed 1o 
have woven into the crazy-quilt-work such 
portions as would be of special concern to a 
representative of his craft.) 

One more example. An essayist on “Jesus 
as Teacher” presented the particular “prob¬ 
lems” regarding his subject with which he was 
vainly wrestling. A tall blond man who looked 
like a Swedish Lutheran raised the point from 
the floor that “If we would take Jesus as God, 
the essayist’s problem would be solved.” The 
essayist responded: “That’s theology; I’ll 
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have nothing to do with theology in this” — 
despite textual and instrinsic evidence! 

The modern scholarship represented at 
such gatherings as that which we are dis¬ 
cussing is in the line of succession of the 
scholastics of the Middle Ages and of ancient 
Jewry’s scribes. It is still milking the billy 
goat and holding the sieve under him. (Lu¬ 
ther.) 

Today’s liberal-minded crop of Missouri¬ 
ans among our St. Louis faculty and else¬ 
where has a ready answer to any and all ob¬ 
jections to their being part and parcel of 
such an ungodly fellowship as that of the 
Society of Biblical Literature and Exegesis. 
We must get in there and “witness” is their 
specious cry. (The following »St. Louis profes¬ 
sors are members of the Society: Drs. Schar¬ 
lemann. Bretscher, Krentz, and von Rohr 
Sauer; Profs. F. W. Danker, Ilabel, II. T. 
Mayer, Michael, and W. Wenger.) Well, it 
has been reported by one who witnessed the 
sight of such “witnesses” in action that their 
“witness” was that they listened to the most 
Bible-denying stuff with nary a word from 
them. 

Not quite. Once when the discussion of 
Gen. 3,4.22 was getting along surprisingly 
well, someone spoke up: “Don’t you think 
t hat the e ditor of th is po rtion of Genesis w as 
wea ving th e BiiMIonTatV Tn yfhs into the first 
part of th e ch apter?” If you had been there 
and had looked around, you would have seen 
that the speaker was a professor (Sehroeder) 
from Valparaiso University. 

Meetings of the Society of Biblical Litera¬ 
ture and Exegesis are held annually around 
Christmas, three years consecutively in New 
York City and the fourth year elsewhere. 
This was its first meeting in St. Louis. It is 
reported that St. Louis professors have been 
attending these meetings every Christmas, ex¬ 
penses paid. Is* (hat the kind of “mission” to¬ 
ward which you arc contributing mission of¬ 
ferings? 


The Confessional Lutheran 




-.The Badger ^iit.hfrrar 
March.29, 1962 

! 2 nl r<‘|»r4*l »\«*: 


Status of 
Scharlemann 


Because of a wide number of 


reports in the Greater Milwaukee 
Area, that Dr. Marlin Scharle- 


mann, professor at Concordia 
seminary, St. Louis, Mo., had re* 
signed, the BADGER LUTHERAN 
called Dr. George Wittmcr, St. 
Louis, Mo., 3rd vice-president of 
the Missouri synod and chairman 
of the Board of Control of the 
seminary, as well as Dr. A. O. 
Fuerbrtnger, St. Louis, president 


of the seminary. 

Dr. Wittmer explained in the: 
1 phone interview that he had re-! 
iceived so many letters about the | 
I situation, both pro and con, that | 
he had prepared a letter (dated j 
March 22) which he is sending in 1 
response to all inquiries. This let -1 
ter. which Dr. Wittmer mailed air-! 
mail special delivery to us. states, I 
in part, the following facts: 

" • • -. 1 ass ure d Dr. Scharle mann 
that we found no heresy in him. : 
altl iough we*did not agree with 
all lus exegesis... .We agreed 
that he was to submit all...let¬ 
ters to a colleague before mailing 
them." 


The letter continues, because 
it appears that Dr. Scharlemann 
■ ‘‘is so emotionally involved, and 
by his own admission is not in a 
position to judge which letters to 
! answer. J^r Beh nkcn,” St. Louis, 
Mo., president of the Missouri 
j synod, "after consultation with 
: the vice-presidents, wrote him a 
very kind letter advising and 
[^suggesting ( not demanding or ask¬ 
ing) tlia the, con sider, jgsigtiing 
. from his present positio n." 

"The Board of Control has not 
asked for his resignation. Both the 
Praesidium and the board are 
standing by our report to synod 
| as published in the ‘Lutheran 
Witness’ of Dec. 2G. 1901.” 

"...1 want you to know that 
I we love and respect Dr. Scharle¬ 
mann. We appreciate the talents 
and abilities God has given him: 
but errors in tact have caused us 
I embarrassment time and again, 
j We want to try to adjust this as 
much as possible in the future. 
Will you please pray for us and 
for him that we both do the right 
thing? And please let us watch 
that we do not fall into the same 
error we have condemned in oth¬ 
ers—judging before we know the 
whole case." 

Dr. Fuerbringer confirmed the 
facts in the letter quoted above 
and said. " Dr. Scharlemann will 


the past. T hope that now the mat 

lr is.closed.” 
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The Christian Century 
March 27, 1961 

Missouri Synod Lutherans 

Delegates to the convention of the Lu 
liicran Church—Missouri Synod’s North¬ 
west district, held at Concordia College. 

Portland, were confronted with a resolu¬ 
tion drawn up by a minority calling for 
reconsideration l>y the church’s praesidium 
(ruling ixidy) of the clean bill of health 
it gave Martin Schnrleman, professor of 
cxcgetics at Concordia Seminary in St. 

Louis, after examining his writings on 
revelation and the biblical doctrine of in¬ 
spiration and persuading him to with¬ 
draw certain expressions of view. Howev¬ 
er. the resolution was withdrawn after 
Pres. John W. Behnkcn of flic church as¬ 
sured the 3 «k» delegates that the pracsidi- 
um had already derided to scrutinize 
iScharleman’s teachings closely. 

DR. SCHARLEMANN AND THE AUSTRALIAN 
“THESES OF AGREEMENT" 

Ibe I Iicm.'s "I Agreement" adored bv the iw*» Australian I ait he ran 
( hurdles figure in lire "I.valuation of the Slate nl the ( hurcb Conference,” 
written hv [)r I . I*. Meyer,’which has Ixen sent to all pasiors and teachers 
"I the Missouri Synod with an approving intioduclion by President lohn 
Behnkcn. # 

Under Question 8, on p. (», tire readers an informed that l)r. Martin 
Scharlemann made the following declaration with reference to the term '‘in 
errancy 

I cannot express my own concern for the use of the word "inerrancy” 
in any heller way than l>\ quilting the statement devised |yy our Aus¬ 
tralian brethren. 

I hen follows a quotation from the " I bests of Agreement", most ul which 
we have already seen (Hinted in other American Lutheran publications. But 
tins quotation, like those noted earlier, forms but a |mrtion of Par. 10. Section 
VIII. of the "Theses of Agreement” (not Par. 4, as was erroneously stated in 
our previous issue, p. 61). One who desires to know exact Iv what is the 
jtosition <il the Australian Lutheran ( hurdles on the Scriptures, including 
their inerrancy, should of course read the entire Section VIII. 

II l)r. Scharlemann accepts these I hoses on Scripture and Inspiration, and 
understands the term "inerrancy" as we understand it, we shall rejoice anti 
he glad. But he jyilj have to leave behind, in that ease. Ins cssas. "'The Bihle 
As Record, Witness, and Medium" (anti others), his distinction between 
truth and I act, his iheologv ol Word = tleetl. Ibr there are in the “Theses 
ol Agreement' no gates anti no sally-ports through which such teachings 
could enter and Initl shelter. 

Our reason for returning to this matter, alter having already ilcalt with 
it in the June issue of this lu i icw (p. (>l II.), is that Dr. Si h.irlcmann, when 
quoiing our " Theses of Agreement" (’'Evaluation”, p. (>), includes a sentence 
which may cause misgivings unless read together with the entire Section VIII; 
viz., 

I he term inerrancy . . . does not imply an absolute icrbal accuracy 
in quotations and in parallel accounts, such absolute conformity evi¬ 
dently not bat ing l>cen part ol God’s design. 

98 1 in: Austiiai.asian Tiii-:oi.ooical Rbvikw Sept., 1961 

1 "Inerrancy" means .drsence ol error with respect to fact and truth; ami this 
includes the absence «>r a real contradiction in the Aristotelian sense, that is 
we have a true contradiction when, if one of two statements be true, the other 
is necessarily false, and vice versa. It is obvious that there is no essential con 
oection between this and "absolute verbal accuracy in quotation and in para) 
lei accounts. ' I his is. in Fact, so much a part of common every-day experience 
that one hesitates to expatiate upon it. lest one seem t<» oiler insult to orilinary 
intelfigeiK’e. When we quote a passage, vye are sometimes earful to reproduce 
the ipsi'.situu verlm; sometimes we quote the sense rather than the precise words; 
sometimes we are satisfied with a (Kissing relerenee or allusion. One does noi 
see why the I lob Spirit, the retd Author ol 1 Inly Writ, should not have the 
same privilege. Perhaps the most familiar instance ol a quotation ml M'tisuni 
is Mattii. 2 ; f>. comp, with Mie. 5 ; 2. Of course the quotations from the 
I \\ oiler some dillicultics, into which we cannot enter here (that has ix.cn 
done adequately more than once); what concerns us now is that lack of coni 
l'let< verbal accuracy does not imply error as to truth and fact. We have verv 
much the same situation in parallel accounts ol the same event Everybody 
knows that. I ten witnesses write an account of the same event, we shall noi 
inert !\ have len ilillercnt accounts with respect to the wording, but shall 
probably encounter considerable variation also as to matter, according as tin- 
witnesses saw dillercnl aspceis, both objcctivcli and subjcctivelv. ol the hap 

’ • •» • • i -:l- I...I .I. ..:.t t. . II i. . 


—L.M.R. 











oorn Tuesday night to hear Dr 
N. Witt («• ft. Walthor League 


600 YOUNG Adults jantmt d Fargo's civic auditorium 
Mai tin H. Scharlemann, right, speaking here with the 
Fiocutive Director, and Bishop Hanns Lilje of Hanover 


3 £ue t.Oi s 


new look. Rich Gravesmill and district 
id Marilyn Noflke jLaurentian) present 


BIG CONVENTION event premiere ol th- Mt ssenqer's 
publication managers Joan Brandi (Rocky Mountain) am 
Ihe first copy to synod’s president, Dr. John W, Birhnken. 
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:*t r^iriQ 

-t mriiion about one another liilat isqicrsUiiKling is Dial we become 

By LOUIS CASSKl-S nnle. i., il u < house.” Al ..nr bi > l( ">« ,ll .v areurale and rcU-K'.s.x touchy and more lougH in 

l nilrrt Press International turn’ .»r .molhci' in liie uni ion's! 3 a*usly sutmil. !>ui contact'. dovelopeig ti.e lice* 

Sm lea's Protest ant.s. CatJio- lib-low. memhi-j-;, of nm reJi- Much of what wc know' uIhiuI ‘ " •' 11 • ^ llMl ^'"t^ o.ie an- 

io..s croon KlU' Leu, MihjW^Her iV.uiunin.s thSir'rojriivTn ^»’cr Mr.t , nn dr C, a„ to speak 
> disfviri a oi< it . persecution simply is not so. or represents. 1!:: : 'j i,n(I fl ank >• 

only a part of the whole ” •'This l.s not a mailer ot ‘shiktf 

Another necessary' ingredient jj;’ cm coiiu' o"! lighting. he 

„ (lli w jjj • ' conciitde.s. ‘ but of farms each* 

other crittc-illy just because we 
•:ro breliren. 


i s and Jews ha\e learned u» 

.vc i') rc tlier with a minimum of 
e;ifc i)iis higolry They now have Ami even ;■>, 
m opixirumily to "move beyond sion.il <>uibur--i 


•vc arc occa- 
mutual inlol- 


erani e 
bit 


ol'T.m<e io understanding." 

s.» s.»\s a lead in? Protestant 
t ipoioti .ot. Or Jaroslav Pulikau 
ot Y ale Divinity School. 

Dr. Pclikan seouls Hit' 
lioiitict in interfailh rrliitinnships which 
in a brief but provocative lit I J< 
ii.n nptiicl r ntilli'd ' Plai fmm o f 
taMxl Will. ** 

TV is being distributed hy tin 
Nationarroiip'rmiec i>T Diri lime 
and Jews for use in cohhtImiI 
with *’Brotherhood Week ebsm 
anecs winch wifT Ik> 
week in thousands ol 
communities. 

The problem of maintaining 
harmony among diflcrcnt reli¬ 
gious groups exists in many roun- 
Ijics Bui it is of s|*ecial concern 
to Americans Tin is !he only no- 
lion in the vvoild whore large 
numl*ers of Protestants. <athol es 
and Jews live side by side under 
a gov eminent that shows no offi¬ 
cial preicrence among them 
Takes Loiir Time 

Di Pclikan notes that it lus 
:.tDn Americans a long time to 
achieve a reasonable degi re of 


not.tide nchicv emeni 
iK’en in.i.li paitieula. :y 

dun. ; t.*i: pi -..cut century, ill 
I lidding up iiMiu ,.i ffadilidh 
roml. ni ls liigtitrv when 


"plain 

"The commandment. Thou 
shall tun hear raise witness 
against thy neighbor's is in a!) 
our Bibles,” says Dr. Pclikml.. 
‘Vet do we nut find oiirsrlves un- 
rvor it nop;, up ronsrinu.d) comparing the best in 

- I'od.iy In Pet kau Itelicvrs. ou> tradition with the worst in an- 
Anavieaiix an in a position for other? 

lirt time "to tic ok ab ml \w suspect that liehiml the 
go,,!- beyond m< i c tolerance s pide of a Roman l alludic -Minds 

gcmi.i.e unit' r> .uuling " the Urntul liKpiisihir. or liiyl Ihr 

held lies l ft '•>! rune- e-* cMp-a'iis. "is at cordiality of a lew merely veils 

Americani Jicgyi-ye virtue ” |! ni.iy^be banl heart of a Pharisee, or 
m. .hi only that you don't navi that Ibe “tolerant’ modern Prole., , 
very sin. ■: convictions on p It ant would persecute Papists if lie 

Ill’ll!.o Mi'ijeel, alld are |!h'|.-I ! "V*T Iwd fh^OppOlfhnMill WP 

^udiflercnl to what the olln i hi 
(low Mirvcs or sa\s. 

Hespeet Other Aiews 
l inlrrstaiiiling. however, in¬ 
volves a ptifitivi* respeei lor an 


.do this depute our knoy ictlge 
I hat tlK'ne nii.j^ nu.il .derrotype.s 
are all caricatures.” • 

Nerd | „ r Criticism 
A thud hallmark nl gemiiiic ni. , 
deist.ui.hug. is the practice m 
candid criticism." 

I'odaj£ says Dr. Pclikan, "w 
.uc af .inl that criticism may 
seem 'iniolcraiit‘ and somehow 
un-American.' But one differ* 
ence between tolerance and nn- 


!<>lhn person's views on a mallet 
about winch you Jo care deeply 
l Mow ran Prntr-sunls. Catholics 
and Jews niovr lieyoml bderan ;e 
loward understamliiiR.' 

"Tlic first .step.” says the A alt, 
theologian, is to acquire mfor- 


^. - 
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THE ST. LOUIS LUTHERAN 


Pclikan Urges Protestants 
Recover Creation Doctrine 

Protestantism today must recover (ho doctrine of creation If 
it is to answer the central questions of the times, according to L>r. 

Jaroslav IVlihnii. 

_ “Today. nn;bablv for the first 

Dr. P. tikmi. a well-know n -MN-, * }l * thn "V"'” v « '« »wc Jnuiti 

... * mu iri it s ntstoi y, the cnrisl.mn j iwin wi* v^h?i)i fjn.) ,,.i,,, 

sourl S\ n<xl i 100 01-inti ami oro- , . . . .... 1 snau imu what the earivi 

f,1,„V / : is r "iZ'^ bJ ! 1 ■'"’ > T hur<h whon it called .he 

liKidh, ... .. VZrrjTT* Zf ot CMsl •<•>* h»U«, ot 

.. . , tive souls of the lime not because, creation’ and wh-if iy,» 

Uie queviini whn-ti oi-euiiy men ' 1 r. ,», ....a ...... u a " nat lho Keforma- 

winds l.,dn> ran, ... il„. , ,„ c - • S - bi1 " r >« ***? '''. 1 l ’i ,,on "'™"‘ tdo OTclto, -Soli Deo 

. .. ' Jnsul.MiF, but because it la tnvinl, joinrla*—lo W,l, lh » K l„ry." 

ho declared. Turninyt to one or t«jday*s “burn-' 

’ yu "'"•" l 'J""* :,sk with . . Hostility to the message] in* i-sucs." Dr. lMikan said the 
d.ii im Du'lier. •! % •!«» I m l n of ihc church has Ken change t[d..< 11■•ne of creation has profound 
w is g U' i.mis in me?” Dr. into contempt for its inability lo| b.iplicallims for Die Christian pmi- 


bondage of the will, but the Re¬ 
formation doctrine of creation,” 
I)r. Pclikan said. , 

"W’lio speaks for a mute nature 
nml a wtxmded creation tixlny?” 
lie asked. “The vocation of Pro¬ 
testantism today Is to discard the 
pettiness of ‘Do thus* and 'Don’t 
(to that' and to outgrow the 
naivete of T want to be like Jesuu! 


Pclikan -aid. "II 
ii Ii •mm ! i >w 
''•rsc fricniiiy •;■• 

In i»«• fa- c Ilf fill 


a ks i ai her. give any answers, even wrong 
l.s the uni- answers, to the questions that 
really trouble the hearts and 
question Pie- minds of men.” Dr. Pclikan added. 


i; hi on nuclear 


weapons. 

A Christian interpretation ofi 
jibe moral issues in nuclear lrs(-| 

tesla ni Nil mi:-i ri-asM.il ”tho Co- In tixlay’s world, where man is ^ 1,1,1 !' s nl * '‘ n { ‘ T -, 

i t <>f i ii-alii-ii and n« w- creation, seen as the helpless victim of fate,jI*' ", l 1 ' ^ ’\ 1 ' ! 

Du- boh! .-.mf.-vsii.il ii.at D : 0 all i-; Protestantism cannot merely re- ,.. UI * „ ^ " A °' 1 

Curt." h. <-aid. peat the “Reformation slogans”! ,* [..'Ll, r . 

Spcrkiie; n. U.o Manb .i'. u Di- which were designed to counter nj u ,, 0 n' the Vuiui'.- m' lhe 

x ision of. ihc I’. - i.-slaiil CoutieU system of faith and thought which! pi-..^ , ,• , , . . .. 

Of III'- Ol, ..r N.m v..,k. Or. IVIi- I,,., much cmpM,,! n|»u Z! 

)..1n suit! lltiil 1,1 ij' ;;,., 9 -i:iliou uud Uu. c.mtio) oicr his <k'siiitv. ... " v.'u -u * ■ 

of i'i 1 itcsiams nitivi ni-. .nor ihe Answer Marxists ‘ The serious minds or Ihc day 

“I’he answer 10 the Mai ‘/s-sl, , l , ‘ : *innd -»l the f'hii.-.., 11 ,aitli a 
1 hcory of human destiny is not:'‘‘'urogenus r.-viufly .*f the nuan- 
*1. • H' oimuiion doelrine of thcM 0 " f ' 1 eveMiiim and a tMld aticnifii 

lo resfate that meanin.*' in luny- 
• iinf- that wll simultaneously ad- 


"bm rmt” issues” of ihei age inn 
1 fun find “lliat Word of f;, M | 
which could speak lo those‘issu .** 
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i' hardly to be interred from the quotation 'Who hath redeemed me and all 
ma nkind.'' 


On the whole, him ever, this is a worth-while publication, and one can 
,.nl> express the hope and the wish that it is the precursor of many similar 
iv :k>. Both author and publishers are to be congratulated for a very good 
pitwC ot work. 

1 — P. D. Pahl. 


LUTHER’S WORKS. Companion Volume: Luther the Expositor. 

By Jaroslav Pelikan. XIII and 286 pages. Price: 4 dollars 
50 cents. 

This book, the review of which uas unfortunately somewhat delayed, 
purports to present to the reader Luther the Expositor, and hence to expatiate 
upoh tuthcr's exegetical principles and methods. These principles and 
methods are described or characterized in the first par: of the book; in the 
second part the author attempts to exemplify or illustrate these principles by 
means of a "case studv". that is. by examining Luther's exegesis of the Words 
of Institution of the Lord's Supper. 

The reviewer cannot truthfully say that he was favourably impressed by 
the voiume as a whole, and he finds himself in the unenviable position of 
Indng ibiigcd to record his dissent on a great number of individual or separate 
points. This does net imply a wholesale condemnation. Thus what Dr. Peli¬ 
kan has to say about the practice of men who write on the history of dogma, 
vil., their tendency to overemphasize the importance of polemical writing 
and to neglect correspondingly the enlightenment that comes from critical 
examination ol exegetical writings, is most certainly deserving of careful con¬ 
sideration and may even help in correcting a false trend in this branch of 
theology. Or again, one reads with wholehearted approval and enjoyment 
passages such as the first paragraph on p. 48. But as regards his general ap- 
prai'H ol Luther's theology, Dr. Pelikan is. to say it roundly, too greatly 
I inlluenced by certain modern I.uther scholars to be entirely reliable. For he 
has adopted the literary vice of some Liitherfovschcr who manage to walk, 
with eyes tightly closed, past dozens and hundreds of the dearest possible 
pronouncements .>1 Luther in order to pitch and pounce upon some doubtful 
passage, on the strength of which thev attempt to foist upon the Reformer 
teachings quite different from, and perhaps utterly opposed to. those which 
he actually professed and defended. The ordinary reader goes through page 
after page of Luther and finds himsell muting in the pure, clear light of day: 
he turns to certain eminent scholars to find all is obscurity and confusion. 
Thus, it does not greatly matter "iu>t when Luther C3me to the truly 'Luth¬ 
eran' view of justification and righteousness"; but we become aware of that 
bscurity and confusion when the author continues: "And for that matter, 
what was that truly Lutheran view'", and then goes on to mv that research 
into the theological development of Luther has had results "that ha\e perma 
ncntlv changed the interpretation not i nly of Luther but the entire Refor¬ 
mat: n" (p. 41'. 

When an author who is »o much at the mercy of the latest book or books 
that ippeaied upon the subject begins to discuss Luther s theology of the 
W :d one cm lorecast the outcome. We thought that the particular the ,i 
logical craze which, starting out from the fact that St. John four (or possibly 
five times uses the term "w. rd" logos' in a very unique sense, would read 
that -pecific meaning into the term practically whenever it occurs in Scripture, 
and w'uli! thus virtually connect that term with a Christ.-logical concept, had 
c im : a well-deserved end. Vet we not only find i: in this book, nut we 
find it f--i'ted upon Luther (p. SO ff. . Like other theologian?. Luther sough: 
t grasp and explain why St. John call- the Eternal S n the Word": and 
hke other theologians. Luther connected the repeated "and G d said" < f 
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Gen. 1, which at hrst seem? to be merely an anthropomorphic expression, 
with “the Word . . . "by whom all things were made (John l : 3 and 
with "the Son ... by whom He made the worlds" v Heb 1 . 2). But 
Christology is one thing, and the doctrine of the Word of God as a Means 
of Grace is quite another in spite of their close connection. \\ hat dreadful 
confusion must ensue when theological — and of course Biblical—concepts 
arc thrown together helter-skelter, appears most vividly from the following 
(p. 53): "One of the primary functions served by Luther s doctrine ot Christ 
as the Logos-Word of God was to prevent either an identification nr a -Repara¬ 
tion ot the creating Word and the redeeming Word. The Word of God in 
creation could not be 'imply identified with the Word of G d in 
redemption, because the redeeming W ord was the historical figure of Jesus 
Christ ot Nazareth, but they could not be separated either, a' tlv ugh creation 
were beneath the dignity of the G>d who redeemed men through the Word 
that was in Christ, for the cosmic Word of God had become fiesh in Jesu' ol 
Nazareth." Did one not realize that the author, or the nun whose idea* he 
reproduces, are playing with the term "Word" in a 'peculativc way and 
falsely attributing their notion- to Luther), one could read the must heinou s 
heresy into this passage, or out of it. For, to be sure, in Sl John the W >rd 
I by whom all things were made is precisely the same Person as the W ord that 

( was made He'h in the Incarnation, when He assumed a human nature .not 
a human person}. , 

More arbitrary and artificial still, and equally unsatisfactory, is the iden¬ 
tification of the Word of God with a deed of God. a construction which is 
likewise held to be part of Luthcr’s theology. Only recently the reviewer had j 
occasion to comment on this perverse notion in the case of another writer in 
the Missouri Synod (see p. 62 of the current volume of this Review j. Plainly 
both authors drew their "insight" from the same source or sources. Dr. Peli¬ 
kan thus introduces this subject on p. 54: "For Luther, then, the 'Word of 
God' in the historical sense was a deed of God." As for Luther, 

we find no proof adduced for his alleged Word = deed theology. 

I.uther knew that the Word of G"»d. whether spoken or written, is 
"quick and powerful"; but that does not make the Word a deed. 
Quoting Pv 33 : 9: “He spake, and it was done; he commanded, 
and it sti*od fast", is of no avail; for this anthropomorphic passage means 
simply that God brings into being what did not exist by the exertion of Hi' 
creative will. Or again: "Luther went so far as to say that God had built the 
redemption into the very structure of the universe, so that trees and birds 
spoke of forgiveness" (p. 55). But what do we find when turning the 
reference indicated (Note 22. p. 163,? Luther is simply speaking .f the 
language that Nature speaks to the believing Christian, it reminds him ot 

fiis sin and of God’s goodness. In other words: it i> the Christian - *.<,•?// 

that is reminded of sin and grace. Luther knew as well as we know that to 
the unvegenerate Nature speaks, at the worst. of natural laws, and at the best 
of God’s might and wisdom, and pos'ibly in a vague sort < f way .if His *1 
nc-s. The Gospel cannot be read in Nature. 1 Cor. 2 : 9-10. A strange phe¬ 
nomenon may be observed at this point. Vears ago men ol ephemeral •fico- 
logy who were enamoured ot Karl Barth 'trove desperately tv explain jw ay 
Scripture passages that clearly teach a natural knowledge of God. Are we 
now to accept this new "insight", that not only G>d’> might and wi'dom. 
but also His grace and forgiveness can be read by natural man in the '"ok 
of nature? — Luther fares badly at the hands of his champion. On -uu pige 
5“) we find this: “Since the Word of G-<J was a special redemptive deed 
if Ci*L Luthct found the Word of God in the Old Testament" . . "Of 
couT'C. Luther accepted the Old Testament a? Christian Scripture bee.-.u-e it 
was pait of the tradition which he h;;d inherited . .." The Word ; Gul 

in the Old Testament were the redemptive deed? ol G d recorded there." 
This comes iar 'hort of doing iu'tice to Luther's conviction, to wlv -a all 
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Scripture was given by inspirati -n of Cud. and \u> therefore the Word id 
Cr<i. W’ith respect to the New Testament, likewise, it is difficult to find 
• tic’s way through the mazes of Word jnd deed and words about deeds. Let 
one quotation suffice. “When God spoke His W'ord in Christ. He did so 
uir .ugh both words and deeds Luther’s sermons on the Gospels gave him 
an opportunity to examine the sayings of Jesus and the stories about Jesu< 
m:h . view to discerning the W ord of G*d in them" (p. 60). Again, this is 
n •: Luther. Anti it a reader should conclude on the strength of suen state- 
inerts that to Dr. Peiikail the Scripture' are not the W’ord of God, but merely 
contain the Word «t God. the doctor has no me to blame but himself. 

Ni doubt Luther strong!) emphasized the oral or spoken Word of God. 
one reason being, part from the psychological effect of the rite vox. the 
sir. **)e face that in Luther’s day the ait of reading was not nation-wide. Yet 
the .:uth< r manages t> give the impressi<n that Luther somehow slighted the 
wr tten Word < f G . 1 hat thi- i> not the case, appears from Luther’s heroic 
labours in translating the 's.riptures . * well ». from hi' exhortations to but 
..nd read the Word < i G“d in German. And why docs the author forget to 
nu-r.ti n how often ai»d h* w earnestly Luther admonished preacher-' to preach 
■ Til) v hat i' w Irteiit vr in tecordance w ith what is written, and not to pro 
sluini their own dr cants' What is sail on p. 66 about Law and Gospel must 
be .cad with extreme care. \ monstn u> statement on that page is not traced 
to Luther, but to an article by one Fran/. LaU; “Dut he (Luther) could also 
s.i\ that the G spel ami justification by fn.th were rejlly versions of the Fir-r 
(. mxnamlment, according t v Inch the deity if G<xl must alwavs be upiicr- 
most Our guess j, that Luther, wit held that Law and Gospel were phi* 
<p. voniradictoria. was rcfcriutg : the "sin <f not believing in Christ" 
John 16: 9). and quite proper!} classifying thi' 'in under the First Com- 
mnncur.em. As j: stands, the quotation expresses n • the Lutheran, but a 
t>finally Reformed and Barth: m view. There is a -art of summary or thi' 
cr ; p:er on p. 67: 

On!) in the light ••! the foregoing i> it i>»»iblo n understand what 
Luthei meant in these places \ here he s* ke •.{ the Ilib'e a' "the Word 
of Goo. Without the t mg Luthers docu -f the Word would 
become a cjricatuie. according to which he meant the Bible wherever 
he used the phtast* ’ W rd *f God. This would distent his whole 
understanding of revelation, hi- view »f faith, his doctrine of the Holy 
Spirit, and must of the rest ,.f ho theology. Most of the rime Luther, 
like the Scriptures themselves, did not mean the Scriptures when he 
spoke about the "W'ord of God.' Bur sometimes he did. anti a con 
sideration of the Word <<f G<*d .v> Scripture therefore belongs in an\ 
stud) - of this component i:i Luther s work us an expositor. The Scrip 
Hires were the "Word i f Got! in a derivative sense for Luther — 
derivative from the historical sense of Word j> deed and front the 
ba 'ic sense of W'ord as proclamation. 

Tnc real caricature was drawn by the author, or jicrh.ii>> hist bv the men 
w.-.use lead he followed. The Sacred Scriptures ate to u>, as the} - were t>> 
.Martin Luther, the Word of G-xi not in a derivative sense, but in the orisy 
n... prhnaw. absolute sense. That the tcint "Word of God ’, when used in 
t!Te"Scriptures, usually does not refer to the Scriptures. i« not a new discover}*: 
every schoolboy knows it. When u«. read that the Word of the Lord came 
:•' Abraham or Moses or Isaiah or t* Jeremiah or to sirr.e other prophet, it 
c.itr.t* by direct influence or inspiration of the Holy Spirit. But where is that 
Word now' I> it a mystic and mysterious entity hovering in the air. to be 
precipitated upon occasion into the mind of sort*, gifted individual' We have 
rnai Word in the Scripture', ami nowhere else. The "redemptive deeds" of 
G - <i would long since have become j diadouy memory and a vague tradition 
with at the Scripture'. Without them, even the life and death and resurrec 
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non of Jesus Christ would have little or no meaning for u>. it< redeeming, 
saving import would long since have been lost to mankind; it would have 
b een turned into a vague legend. Nor d<**e' the Bible contain only a record 
■ i "God's redemptive deeds’’: it is replete with doctrine, instruction, e.vplana 
lion, exhortation, direction, appeals, encouragement, comfort, hope — and all 
this given by the inspiration of the Holv Spirit and therefore the very Word 
»i God. Such surely was Luther's faith. Why dots Dr. Pelikdn forget aU 
:hi' •: belittle it? \Vhv did Luther so strenuously contend for Scripture truth 
even to the very words ("This is my body”). if he did not believe that he 
was dealing with the very Word of God? Upon what did he take his stand 
.it Worms and elsewhere? One is driven to exasperation and the verge ol 
distraction by* this scholarly trifling. Difficile est sorin.iir non scriberc. It 
pc pie d n>t believe that the Scripture' are the W*<rd of God. let them say 
' and have done with it! 

To discuss every one t the other two dozen tr s*i places marked b\ the 
reviewer for the expression t dts-ent would prolong this review beyond rea- 
- >r.abie lx.unds. hence only the n. >t important .<iii be considered. The pro¬ 
blem of an apparent ambiguity )doe> the author mean an evident ambiguity 
• r ne that ri apparent rather th.tn real'*’ in Luther's attitude toward the 
elation between tradition and Scripture Tp. “5 ’ dots not exist. Luther’s posi¬ 
tion over against them was fundamentally different even at U»tm>. As an 
expositor, he gladly endorsed ;he > pinions T the ancient exegetes where they 
did not conflict w ith Holy Writ and appealed to him; he rejected w h.it was ' 
not, in his view, in harmony with Scripture.—What i- 'tated -:b.>ut Luther’s 
attitude toward the canon i quite umatisfect >ry p 86 ff The reader can 
not eten be certain what it is. ptecisely. that "sober -cli iUrship h.i> expl ded” 
II »w o uld the auih r mis.', wc w-.ivder, Luther’s own unequiv >cal declaration 
in the Preface to Hebrew r Jx22 N : "So f .r we hav e treated the sure .»nd 
certain main books of the New Testament. The f. u.* which follow n«**.v were 
placed in d different category if i Id" — plainly referring : the Eu'c’oiin di> 
tinction between the koinolojainneini and the uittilegonidtu? Doctrinal 
v r.riderarions may have entered in. and Luther > position with respect t 
James nuy have hardened, but i-ne ha> j ptrfect right to assume that he 
would not have used certain expressions about James if he had held the ba*k 
tv* be canonical. \et he would allow evert man to have iu> own opinion in 
rhi' historical question, <ss the I utheran Church, or the greater part of it. has 
consistently held since that rime. One grieves to see rhe auth r joining the 
ranks of those critics who..misunderstanding Luther’s purpose, misconstrue hi* 
remarks about those \"cw* Testament books which ate most significant for 
Christian faith and life and hope into an effort ir invitation on rhe Reform¬ 
er’s part "to construct a private miniature canon. ’—The presentation of Lu¬ 
ther’s doctrine on the Lord’s Supper is dreadfully c ultured and misleading 
There is ’’confusion worse confounded" when Luther - ' reaching of the Real 
P resence is set fo rth. On the one hand the author writes: "Luther took the 
word body’ in This is my body to mean the tine body of Christ. tv>t a sym¬ 
bol of His true body’ Cp. 132 f. • Yet a few lines down the page he states- 
J he natural’ nr. as we would ^i. ‘historical’ body of JesU' of Nazareth was. 
according to Luthci. the symbol cf that bod s whi ch was given in the Lord’s 
Supper" If that were Turlier’' teaching, it would Tuve Been denounced' 
long ago as a denial of the Real Presence — a fact that sh< uld have given the 
tumor pause. Dr. Pelikan has misunderstrod the passage from Luther to 
which he refer-. He ha> mistaken for Luther’s teaching what is in realitv 
Luthers red net io r.d absurduw when refuting the arguments of Oecolam- 
ixidius.—Having discussed the so-called "physical effect" ..f the Eucharist 
when reviewing Dr. H. S. sse’s Ijook This Is M\ Bod ». wc shall not enter 
upon the question again, except to '.*y that Luther did not reach what tin- 
author .alleges twice ip. IS/ f. : "1 lie Lords Supper made the resurrection 
possible”—"Luther could designate rhe Lord’s Supper as the visible Word 
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becau>e or ivhat he taught about the Word ot God' (p. 220 y . This i< not 
correct. The Augustinian phrase verbuni visibile meant to Luther what it 
me ins to Lutherans today, and had nothing to do with the theology of the 
Word faLely attributed to Luther by the author.—The German verb ";c7> 
eigne zm" (p. 226. Note 29; does not mean: “I personalize individually", but 
‘T appropriate (individually)*'.—The repeated designation of "Christ's sacrifice 
of Himself" as a "figure of speech" and a "metaphor" gives rise to grave doubts 
and apprehensions. If this is a figure of speech, what is the reality that it 
pictures;—The Gospel was the disclosure of that congruence between gift 
and demand in Jesus Christ" (p. 250). "The power of the Sacrament en¬ 
listed in the congruence between demand and gift (p. 251). This is not a 
very happy or commendable manner in which to crystallise certain exegctical 
remarks of Luther, since it burdens the Gospel and the Sacrament, which arc- 
means of grace, with legal implications. 


There are useful and fruitful thoughts in this book, a* well a> deposits 
rheological and historical information. Taken tor all in all. however, the 
American Ltuber's Works would not be the poorer for the lack of this Co::t- 
pn/iioit Volume. And. for that matter, where is the need uf such a volume 
in an edition of Luther’s works- 


This re> icw uas already in print when the reviewer'* eyes fell upon a:i 
atticle entitled "Luther As Exegete" in the Concordia Theological Monthly 
(Sept. 1961, p. 517 ff.). The author is the Reverend D>>ugla> Carter uf 
Hull, England, an Anglican clergyman who “is gaining increasing renown 
! i as a Luther scholar.” Within its brief compass the article is excellent. The 
fact that it reads as though written in deliberate rebuttal >.f certain views put 
forward by Dr. Pelikan is probably a pure coincidence; but to repeat a figure 
used before, the reader seemed to hat e emerged from murk and smog into the 
clear light of day. 

—H. Hamann. 


The Australasian Theological Review is edited by an Editorial Com 
mittee consisting of the theological faculty of Concordia Seminary and will 
be issued quarterly, supplying thirty-two pages of reading matter per issue. 
The subscription price, fifteen shillings per annum, should be sent to the 
Lutheran Publishing House, 70 Pirie Street, Adelaide. Communications ;o 
the Editorial Committee should be addressed to the Managing Editor, T>r. II. 
Ham.inn, 30 Winchester Street. Parkride, S.A. 

Hditors' Sole, Contributors are kindly requested to translitcrare all 
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needs are our mutual debts' Schleiermacher, the Father of 

Subjectivism in modern theology, is accorded high praise on p. 214 
f.; his theology is "catholic in the best sense of the word.” After all 
this, one is not astonished to learn from the same page that the arch¬ 
il liberal Paul Tillich, whose theological position is so ambiguous that 
I he hasltctually been charged with not being a monotheist, is the one 
i "upon whom this book has drawn for many of its insights.” — As 
regards the Lord’s Supper, the author is of the opinion that there 
has been, on the Protestant side, "comparatively little effort to re¬ 
think its meaning in the light of the Scriptures and of tradition”; and 
that on no other doctrine is there a greater hiatus between the sys¬ 
tematic theologians and the expositors of the Scriptures, or between 
all the theologians and the piety of the people" (p. 220). As to tra¬ 
dition, discussed on pp. 216-218, we have already pointed out what 
the Lutheran opposition to human traditions really means; and with 
regard to "low membership requirements” (p. 216 f.) it is quite pos¬ 
sible that Roman Catholics and Protestants (in the widest sense) 
have little wherewith to reproach each other. 

His ardent pleas notwithstanding, the author docs not express 
himself very hopefully about a jiossible rapprochement beiween Ro¬ 
man Catholics and Protestants. He quotes from an address by the 
Roman Catholic theologian Karl Adam, who "felt authorized to pro¬ 
mise that, if Protestants returned to Rome, they would ha granted 
a vernacular liturgy, a married clergy, and the chalice in the Lord’s 
Supper", since these are matters of church law, not of divine law, 
and could be changed (p. 221). He knows, of course, that this con¬ 
cession would not satisf\ most Protestants. He asks: Is there, for 
example, any sense at all in which Protestants are ready to say that 
a man is justified by faith end works, or that Scripture and the tra¬ 
ditions belong to the corpus of Christian authority-” (p. 221 f.), Or 
again: "What is the basic difference between the assumption of 
Mary and the ideas about the ascension of Enoch and Elijah that 
. . . still belong to the faith of many believers-" (p. 222). Such 
notions are chimerical. Earnest Protestants will never surrender the 
material and the. formal principle of the Reformation, not to men¬ 
tion a host of other matters both doctrinal and practical; and liberal 
Protestants will, in spire of their indifference regarding doctrine, in¬ 
sist upon much widet doctrinal and ecclesiastical freedom ’han Rome 
, can conceivably gram. 

The reader who has followed the discussion to this point will 
; neither expect nor require a summary. For it will have become auite 
clear that, whatever its merits, theologically the book cannot claim 
• kinship with the theologv of true Lutheranism. In writing it and 
gn ing it to the world. Dt. Pelikan has earned the gratitude of many 
I Roman Catholics and the vaguer son of Protestants, hut certainly 
not that of convinced and confessional Luther os. 

—11. HAMANN. 
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The Chicago Tribune 
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t 1 1 rattwr than th# cosmic dram* 

* it ver> out m rfcount. "« 
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liisjvjtft Not in Bfch. 
Professor Says 

Rl RJc MVRI) PHII.HRJC* . 

.A firman Catholic Jesmt 
ychelar and a Proteaiant 
Jireoiogtan Agreed Saturday 
(ha* religion has no reason t«> 
dispute scientific theories ot 
evolution 

They made it clear lhat the 
eoa L< or ihe controversy o'ei. 
“vnJutior arnu***d a er-ntun 
%]L*o by fh^rle*- T';«rw»p - 
classic work. Origin »f 
Specie' " ranr.ot be r»- 
JurKfied 
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'02 priifr-'.Mjr of hislOTical 
the. :u£ h\ the i n ereil*. of 
Their lectures »vre 
paO of r< program or. svence 
lid rVienlofy in the lon*in 
orHensv*! ee>ebr*itt»*r a’ tb»- 
Vn'vrr.otv of Chicago 

The observance ma r V< the 
IflOsh anniversary of the pub 
licaiion rf the Darwnn treatise 
thV ^au*ed » doctrinal con- 
’.rove-sv so great that it split 
churches into hostile factions 
engendered papal rncyTiosIs. 
and caused college faculties 


'DiT ft »Odrrttflc erpUftttlftrur 
\-'40 Orr-rniverjfe and cf .if# 
<w4 't.O he insv voncaufe 
fix Vh Biblical account <ef 
•cr«*te-» give? htm *P. the ex 
pl»n»i*on he wants or needi,” 
l>r PeliKan *aid. 

*• tfctfc«d Not Ml Iwur * 
Father Ewing, voicing fen 
eral agreement, said: “ *4od 
ern thooioruns would say 
tin* about the origin of man 
6a*c u the Creator of T»an. 
1»#dv and mmi! Whether He 

iMod he m**!bod of evolution 
(or the Preparation of the 
human body or created ii 
fmm imnrgamxed mutter fc 
not of primary importance 
In r'!h«r rase. He ts* the 
Creator * 

Speaking of Ihe d i s pot e 
that arose when Darwin's 
1 b'V'k vac published Father 

Evenk 'H'd ’ There are those 
wtvi iP.r.K ihal the theologian 
*.;• loo sJo.v to accept the 
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lie,.- rcopn-e a! the tirtif ot 
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hi'- aedrtisa ihat the contro 
’.•.-sy was not implicit »n the 
Bib*e. but a product of then- 
legiext depute. 
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Lutheran Journal Fault 

I d 

‘Religious Reactionariet 

A flood of free literature to pastors from “religious re 
aries" threatens today's Protestant pulpit, according to an e- 
which appears in the first of "Dialog," new Independent thee 
journal. Launched by a group of about 70 younger Lutherax 
logians, the first Usue of the quarterly was distributed in Fe' 

The editorial says the free pa- editor. Dr. LaVern K. On 
pers “are very confident that the Paul pastor, is business roa 
will of God is more compatible Tfie joumai declares its 
with the past than with the pres- ^ an pfforl to » he i p in th 
ent or future." “The financial an- ing I>rocess leading towa 
gels behind all this free literature ultimate reunion of the ch 
•are not fools,* the journal ob- toward an empirical mantft 
serves. “Their dollar Is buying of ^ Qne Ho j y Cathol 
what they want. For pastors do Apos tolic Church,” hoping t 
read some things In their hasty as medium where the 
search for sermon materials, and which hoW in dM 

they transmit what they read... md in common m «y be 
“The revival of theological fun- and frankly defined." 
(JamentaliftlP and the reassert ion _ \\CC Comment 

of^political. .reaction^ go band Another edit orial in \Y 
m hand as they bid for the pas- ^ which Ls devo ted t 
tor's mind and soul ...” Cr1si5 in the ls 

The initial issue, containing 86 0 f the makeup of the deb 
letter-size pages printed in a mod- w hich represented Americ 
ern, two-color format, says the the ran ism at the recent 
journal "seeks to be a rendezvous Council of Churches’ Asse. 

. where the mind of the church New DeIhi Indja , 
and the cultural consciousness of too many c!mrch officials 
our age encounh-r each other In enough theologians, the . 
mutual ferment, exposure, criti- 

cLsm and questiomng." Ati artic i e by a Germa 

1» Independent * logian, Dr. Edmund Schlii 

The journal is an independent treats the World Corn 
publication, free of direct instl- Churches assemblies with 
lutional affiliation and intersyn- c *, ci1 t Fcumenical Counc 
odical in character. It is pub- concludes that the weak 
lished, promoted and distributed the World Council’s nuth 
by Sacred Design Associates, Inc.. due to the fact that the 
an independent religious publish- of the assembled Churc) 
ing house in Minneapolis. has not been overcome. 

"Crisis in the Church." is the A Danish theologian, D 
general theme of articles in the Prenter, asks in another 
first issue. Also included is an “Does the Church Need 
editorial section, comment on Reformation" and sayl! 
church news, short articles and understanding of, and use 
criticism of current literature. Sacraments is needed. "1 
Ihr. Carl E. Braaten, visiting something the Reformat 
professor at Chicago Lutheran which we have largely ! 
Theological Seminary, Maywood. declare ‘ s * 

Ill., is editor and Dr. James H. Other major articles in 
Burtness of Luther Theological which 4,000 cop 

Seminary. St. Paul, is managing 'PGfR**. include The 

--; Temple’ by Dr. Loren E. 

. son, Minneapolis; "Jhe • 

, Confessionaiism by ^Dr. 
"The Prophetic Word lOi 
by Dr. _ffiehnrri I .nerke. p 
N. J., and “Pluralism in 
Ecrfesiology” by Dr. 
Knutson, St- Paul. 







If you prefer to read the Bible in a more traditional form yet in clear language 

The Revised Standard Version 

of the Bible is your book. The RSY con- features as No. 1-1164 below. $ 

tains both the Old and New Testaments, No. 1-3807. 

presented in chapter"and verse form. For Biblc studyj you wilI want t 

It contains the best results of Biblical Edition with ewer 75,000 cc 

scholarship and replaces obsolete words references ano a 1 ~P^S e C 

with the language of today. The RSV is ^ r an « « nd list of propcr na ' 
the work of the American Standard Bible ‘ p 

Committee, 32 foremost Biblical scholars Maroon buckram binding. $ 
and teachers. No. 1-1163. 

Maroon buckram binding. $6.50. Order Black genttine Jimp leather . R< 

No. 1-1031 . gold-ovcr-red edges, gold stamj 

bone, headbands, and ribbon 3 
Black genuine limp leather. Same binding boxed. $12.50. Order No. 1- 


Cpen A/ondoy through Saturday at 8:00 A. M. —-til! 9 P. M, Monday 
and Thursday — till 5:30 P. M. Tuesday, Wednesday, Friday, and 
Saturday. Telephone: MOhav/k 4-7000, Station 3. 

ROOT? STORF, ZiZXZXr. 


03 Catechisr 
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Bible IIistohy ion the Uium:h Grades 

*Tho Rev. Arthur F. Kail of Orlando, 
Mil., lias acccplcil the I*oard’s iiivil;»l ion to ^ , 
complete tin* new Bible history textbook for £ 
pupils of the ujjjkt elementary grades. ^ 
This text, begun fry tin- late John M. Wei- q 
( lenschilling, will hr based on the text of *~i 
tlit* Revised Standard Vifsion ol the Bible. 
Plans call for illustrating the text with new 
art work and maps. jv£ 

Rev. Katt is ;t former pastor of St. IVter £ 
Lilt In * an (’.lmrrh. Shakir Heights. Ohio, O 
and is now living in retirement. lie has ^ 
contributed many articles to church periodi- H' 
cals and is presently serving ;is a number Si 
of onr board's Advisory Conunittiv on Eng- 
lisli Bible Versions and the Synod’s Com¬ 
mission on Worship, Liturgies, and Ilyin- 
t oology. _^ 


Concordia Publishing Hou.se 
has issued a new, 56-page hook- 
let listing the TO.t Bibtp pas¬ 
sages found in A .short Explan¬ 
ation i»f Dr. Martin Luther's 
Small Catechism in the language 
of the Revised Standard Ver¬ 
sion. 

Passages contained In Lu¬ 
ther's "Table of Duties’’ also arc 
given in the RSV. 

In a forward to the booklet, 
Frederick Mold, editor of school 
materials for the Missouri Syn¬ 
od’s Board of Parish Education, 
explains, ‘The booklet provides 
^ a convenient tool for those us- 
q Ing A Short Explanation hut. 
N wishing lo memorize passages In 
the language of the Revised 
1}* Standard* Vernon ratlior linn 
i t ha King James Version. It also 
enables pastors, leathers, and 
j*j pupils to compare the merits of 
g the two translations.” 

Passages ere given without 
4 comment regarding th»*ir ade¬ 
quacy as translations or their 
Cl relevancy to doctrinal statements 
^ of the catechism, which is ihc 
q] official Missouri Synod cute- 
Xi chism. 

Persons interested in questions 
,4 of adequacy or relevancy may 
examine the article writ ton by 
d> Dr. George V. Schick, professor 
'.3 at Concordia Seminary, St. Louis, 
'"f’he RSV and the Small Cate¬ 
chism.” The article first appear¬ 
ed in Concordia Theological 
Monthly and Jater in Lutheran 
Education. Reprints are. 'avail¬ 
able for 10 rents each from the 
Board of Parish Education. * 


DR. TV1. E. MARTY 


Rabbis Get 
Bid From 

City Pastors 


Yen Sunday School Memory (hmr.se 
I )r. A. (.. Mueller, the Rex. Jack Mulil 
i*ni»»iii'li. and the Rev. Karl (bmlke. all 
numbers nl the Sunday school stall 
were named is a committee lo work 
with the edilor ol the course, the Rex. 
Donald Iloelerkamp. until lliis projeel is 
eomplelcil. The text found in dn* Re 
v ised Standard \ ersinu will be used for 
the Scripture selections throughout the 
new meinorx course. The two graded 
inemorx courses using the text ol the 
kmg James Version these courses are 
presently available - will continue to lie 
published !»\ Concordia Publishing 


The Detroit Pastors’ Union 

will meet Monday with a noted 
Lutheran theologian ns a, 
speaker and rabbis ol the De 
troit area as guest * 

Dr. Martin K. VT.-nfv will 

conduct an "Institute on Chris 
tianily” at the meeting rehed- 
ulcd tor 10:.’It) a.m. at Jefferson 
Avcnu' 1 Presbvtciian riunch. 

Dr. Marly, as-sociale edilor of 
Tlie Christian Century, «< re¬ 

garded as one o| Auietiroj 
leading Chrninn thinkers and a 
writer of note « 


.litheron Laymnn 2/61 


NAMES IN TllE NEWS -- Or. .Martin E. .\|ail>. 

Synod clergyman serving «s associate editor of the Chii 
Century, delivered the opening address at the llth ano 
Ciumnl minister* eon Terence at Union Theological Seminars 
New Y'oik cm Jan. 9 ‘ 4 
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I thank you with deep • incerity for the setter you wrote 
concerning; the theological foundations lor cu^ Bible study. It is 
most encouraging to receive such questions from a man on your side 
of the fence. I am sending you a copy o r the pamphlet you men¬ 
tioned. "Theological Foi ndations of Bib e Study in Lutheran Churches*" 
This is merely a superficial review c: some of our customary 
attitudes prepared a*, part of the Bibxe class teacher training 
program ol Dr. 0. F. Feucht. It does not even begin to address 
itself to the concerns which you voice. 

Dr. Scharlemann has taught me a great deal. Everything 
I write is to a greater or lesser extent informec or affected by 
his statements. Specifically in answer to .your questions, in a 
recent course on the book ci Isaiah I credited the likelihood 
that it was written by two men, and treated the prophecy from two 
viewpoints. I have on several occasions omit ted any reference to 
the conflict between the ancient ecclesiastical viewpoint on the 
first chapters of Genesis anc mooern scientific learnings. I 
omit.ted this hi'cause 1 did not want to be a disturbing influence 
toward eithfr vievjjoint and 1 do not think that the question is of 
primary importance. I woulc never make belief in the iMosaic author¬ 
ship of the first five books any kind of requisite. It seems obvious 
to me that at least Deuteronomy is from another source, and that 
tiu other four bocks were deeply eoiteo. 

Oi.r Bible class editors have for some time taken thorough 
cognizance of the work being done by our gifted scholars. However, 
in the present state of the church it wouir be somewhat unwise for 
us to direct our courses specifically to the questions which these 
people are raising. In order to do so, it wcula be necessary for 
us to speak a definitely negative viord to our own j»ast. In the 
cold print of materials to be used by teachers whom ve do not know, 
such negative statements would be? ineffective, ana they would destroy 
the very purpose we are hoping to accomplish, we do not in the 
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least wish to call our past false* Rather we would hope to instill 
a more enlirhtened and godly attitude toward the Scriptures* 

Our church needs men like you, who are able to understand 
the work being done and speak for it in local situations where 
your personality can be brought to bear on the audience. We need 
this far more than ve need outspoken printed material. As much as 
possible, I have tried to write cur Bible courses in such a way 
that you and people like you will be drawn into the discussion, 
and your viewpoints given due credit* 


vSincereiy, 


On Second Thought 


C v't s ^f‘Vy \/ 


Robert Hoyer 


BY ROBERT J . HOYER 


HP HE PAGAN in llic ancient world anti today brings 
his sacrifice in order to appease an angry god. He 
has a concept of a god jealous of his own prerogatives, 
and he says in effect: “See, here I sacrifice part of my 
blessings and my happiness, f am reducing mysell so 
that I do not stand against you. Now in return, grant 
me this or that specific blessing.” 

The sacrifice God prescribed in the Old Testament 
for His people was entirely different. The individual 
identified himself with his sacrifice not in terms of 
wealth, but in terms of sin and guilt. He said in 
effect: “Sec, here I place my sin and guilt on this 
symbolic sacrifice, and I kill it and give it to You. I 
reject my own acts and rely only on Your mercy.” And 
his sacrifice was a way of accepting the forgiveness of 
God. 

The cross of Christ is the fulfillment of this Old 
Testament sacrifice. On Calvary, Jesus was identified 
with the sin and guilt of man. God made Him who 
knew no sin to be sin for us. But God was the Sacrifi¬ 
ce^ and God was the Sacrifice. The Sacrifice did not 
reconcile an angry God, it reconciled man to Gcxl. 11 


was the exact and complete opposite of the* pagan sacri¬ 
fice; the explanation of the Old Testament sacrifice. 

T he pagan brought his sacrifice to appease the w rath 
of an angrv go d. In a sense, lie sacrificed himsell in 
order to change God from hate to love. Got! gave Hjs 
Son into death to appease the wntili of an angry m an¬ 
kind . He sac-riliced Himself in order to change man 
from hate to love. Such is the incredible concept of 
Gods mlmite Jove: t he Creator laying Himself as saci i- 
ficc at the feet of His creation! 

There is no word that man can say in answer to this 
terrible deed. He can either reject it: “This be far from 
Thee, Cicxl!” or in unending abject shame, with grati- 
tude wrung out of agony, he can accept it. He cannot 
really watch it happen, and respond: “That's nice!" 

You do not take up your cross and follow Jesus when 
your .sacrifice means giving yourself and your means to 
(iod. Y ou begin to understand the cross when you 
sacrifice yourself to angry, men on lx*hall of God, to^. 
aj>pease their wrath and reconcile them to a loving 
God. ‘This is the way Paul sacriliced himsell, and lie 
said: "1 bear in my body the marks of Jesus.” 









WHAT IS A 
RELIGIOUS MOVIE? 

hy The Rev. Malcolm Boyd 

I-m IOKIAI. Non:.— Rev. Malcolm Hoyt! is the 
author of three hooks dealing with Christian com¬ 
munication and has written an essay, "The Intake 
of Man in the Motion Picture,” for a new sym- 
posium about Christianity and the contemporary 
arts. Although his essay deals with theatrical mo¬ 
rion pictures, an area not previously touched in 
TORWARI), his remarks as adapted from the 
"/.icing Church", CXLII (March 5, Rift/), 14, 

/5 were considered incisive enough to warrant in¬ 
tension here. 

TP. 

| lie most religions movies I have seen have nol been 
explicitly religious. They have not been labeled self¬ 
consciously by smart press agents as “religions” movies, 
but they have dealt realistically, probingly, with the 
human condition; they have posed the right, hard ques¬ 
tions about the meaning of life and suffering and joy; 
they have jarred me, made me think, made me feel, 
shattered some of my self-composure about life, opened 
up life (perhaps nnothci life) and let me take a deep 
look. 

On the Waterfront was such a film. So was Room 
at the Top. La St rad a possessed some of this cinematic 
power, as did The Great Man, Twelve Angry Men, On 
the Reach, Hiroshima, Mon Amour, ('at on a Hot Tin 
Roof and Separate Tables. 

Such films have a decided religious dimension, fre¬ 
quently they point (unintentionally) to God. II they 
portray life “in the raw” (whatever that means, for 
life generally is in the raw) and nettle Puritan-hard 
lender feelings or call a spade a spade (call sex "sex.” 
hell "hell, sadness “sadness.” life “life”) I believe this 
is essentially progress 

I keep reading blanket statements attacking the 
portrayal of sex and violence in films. Presumably such 
statements are intended to attack those current ex¬ 
amples of unmitigated vulgarity and mediocre tripe 
which have falsely masqueraded as realism. I hope that 
such statements do not mean to attack the line current 
examples of cinematic art which take an open, frank 
look at life with integrity and with a comprehension of 


the poetic dimension of realism itself. Sex and violence 
are vital aspects of life. Tlagranl commercial exploi¬ 
tation of these aspects of life are to be opposed, as are 
bland, tranquiitzed, watered-down portrayals which 
simply do inti reflect life. |Italics mine, Ed.| 

We have too often stood by and witnessed churchly 
kudos Ix-ing bestowed upon artistic and religious trash 
in the form of bad movies, dubbed "religious” merely 
because (hey deal with Biblical subjects or sentimentally 
pseudo-religious themes. Bode) Crowther of the New 
Yoik limes, reviewing the recent film listhcr and the 
King, commented: “The beautiful Bible story of Esther 
has been thumped into a crude costume charade. . . . 
f lic best lo Ik said for this chronic ... is that it drives 
one more spike into the collin of these synthetic Biblical 
films.” 

I set down — in my second book, Christ and Ce¬ 
lebrity Gods — certain criticisms of the movie The 
Ten Commandments which seem to apply to the typical 
Hollywood Biblical film (foi example, the more recent 
Solomon and Sheba): “ I lie '(iod’ of the movie is a tech¬ 
nological creation of man, cut down to the size of me¬ 
chanical miracles. One sees and hears (but docs not 
experience related ness with) a fairy-story deity whose 
only claim lo holiness is in modern cultural measure¬ 
ment of overawing size and overpowering sound.” 

I he typical Hollywood Biblical spectacle has all 
the familiar elements ol coniic-sirip sex, sadism, spcc- 
taele, and sentiment. Solomon and Slieba even man¬ 
aged to include a llamboyanl bathtub scene with Gina 
Lollobrigida, bill the film had a respectable cover 
(“after all, it's a Bible story!”). Perhaps the major 
criticism of such films is ihcii false equation of realism 
with an imagined literalistic portrayal. A literalistic 
depiction ol God's actions, as a him producei imagines 
them to be, lies somewhere between sheer blasphemy 
anil poor taste. 

I he London limes coined the wonderful phrase 
“Hollywood Biblical” in its comments on a recent 
movie. I lie Story of Rath. Said the * Times, “It is a fair 
example of what may perhaps be called Hollywood 
Biblical, which means that it is carefully and lavishly 
mounted, that great attention has obviously been paid 
lo details of dress and uniform, and that it is totally 
devoid of the least spark of life or imagination. The 
film is a monument of painstaking artificiality.” 

We should object not only to the Hollywood moti¬ 
vations underlying such lilms and the Hollywood treat¬ 
ment of such films, but also to the response which such 


/ 

/ _. 
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The Major Prophets 

Isaiah is the first book of the Major Prophets in the English Bible. In 
Hebrew this section is the Latter or Writing Prophets, and Isaiah presumably is 
placed in this position because it is both the oldest of the prophets and the longest. 
Isaiah has a long life attributed to him from the superscription in chapter 1:1. He 
was influential in the reform of Hezekiah during the threat from the Assyrians 
about 701 B. C. The Northern Kingdom had fallen by this time and the object 
lesson lay close to heart for Judah. 

The prophet’s name signifies “Jahweh saves” or the “salvation of Jahweh.” 
Significantly this is the same root which appears in Joshua and in the Aramaic for 
Jesus. Isaiah is sometimes called the Paul of the Old Testament. 

The Divisions of the Book 


Like the Pentateuch, Isaiah has its critical problems. Its division by 
subject matter, style, and vocabulary is rather clear. There is an obvious 
break after chapter 39 and one almost as certain after chapter 55. This 
stylistic feature plus the schematization of religious evolution made for a 
pnssi^Lo—three writers: the first from Hezekiah’s time, t he second from the 
Exile or shortly thereafter, and the third from late post-exilic or even Mac - 
cabean days. Of course, it is not necessary that change of style should mean 
change of author; compare, for example, the two moods in Goethe’s Faust. 

This concept is often broken down so that even chapters 1-39 contain only a 
few short original oracles of the prophet Isaiah. Recent attempts to reconsider 
the unity of Isaiah have been based on the hypothesis of tradition-history and the 
school of disciples. Thus Engnell of Uppsala sees all the book as containing 
Isaianic material. The section from cnapter 36 to chapter 39 is a brief history 
of the period paralleled in Kings. 


The Vision of the Holy 

“In the year that King Uzziah died I saw the Lord. . .** (6:1). This passage 
for a long time was considered significant only insofar as it concerned the date of 
the inaugural vision. Now it is believed that it was part of the personal crisis out 
of which prophecy and its call is produced. The scion of the royal house, Isaiah, 
probably had put his hope in the great expansion of Judah under Uzziah. Even 
when the king was stricken by leprosy there was still hope that the political for¬ 
tunes would be maintained. But when this symbol died, all hope died. Only when 
such human props are gone can one see the Lord. 

Isaiah saw the Lord high and lifted up and the vision is threefold in sig¬ 
nificance: (1) God’s holiness, (2) man’s sinfulness, and (3) God’s power to purge 
and cleanse. The Holy Transcendent God called Isaiah to be His servant and wit¬ 
ness. Face to face with such a God, neither a Moses nor an Isaiah could stand 
alone. The “Holy One of Israel” is a title which appears twenty-five times in 
Isaiah and only six times in the remainder of the Old Testament. These three 
strands run throughout the prophetic book. Man’s hope of salvation, as signified 
by Isaiah’s own name, lies in Jahweh and not in ally, king, or self. 


- 29 - 





- 35 * 


The Servant of the Lord 

With a Holy Almighty God, man is to be considered a slave or servant. 

The name Obadiah, slave of Jahweh, is quite popular in the Old Testament. The 
phrase “servant of the Lord" is frequent in the prophets, but especially so in 
Isaiah. Much of our Christian interpretation of Jesus is based on the picture of the 
servant in Isaiah. In fact, Jesus* own presentation of Himself to the people began 
by quoting Isaiah 61. (Cf. Luke 4:18, 19.) 

There are many possible interpretations of this servant . Thus in 41:8 the 
servant seems to be Israel or the children of Jacob and Abraham . In 42:1, 
however, there is no such connection in Hebrew, although the Jewish tradition 
equates it with Israel . It i s Isaiah himself (20:3) and Eliakim (22:20). On the basis 
of 45:1, the anointed servant seems to be Cvrus of thelrtedes and Persians . In 
49:5 the mission of the servant seems to be that of the prophet himself , calling the 
people back to God again. Chapters 52 and 53 contain the passion triumph of an 
unidentified servant . Perhaps all are taking the wrong approach. Anyone who per¬ 
forms individually or collectively the announced will o f J ahweh is His serva ntT 
Israe l, Isaiah , th e kin g, the Remnant in Israel . Cyrus , an ideal, the Messiah are all 
in truth possible realizations of this hope. The Messianic picture suggests That the 
servant is all and yet none of these previous suggestions of personal identifications. 
The Gospel of John makes much of the suffering servant. But w e dare not forget 
that in chapter 5 3 the servant also triumphs (verse 12) and that chapters 54 and 55 
describe the prosperity and peace v/hich come from the triumph of the suffering 
servant. Lindblom has made it possible to recognize again the servant songs as 
not isolated poems Ibut of a piece with their present context. 

Special Problems 


There have been attacks upon the Revised Standard Version of the Old 
Testament, especially as it concerns Isaiah 7:14. There was a shift in English 
from “virgin” to “young woman” although the RSV footnote allows the reading of 
“virgin” as possible. Two modern Roman Catholic versions do not use “virgin” 
here. The word translated “young woman” here is in the King James version 
sometimes translated “maid” (Proverbs 30:19 and Genesis 24:14). Even in 
Shakespeare’s day the term “virgin” was not restricted to the idea of chastity 
but meant a woman of marriageable age. The context of this passage likewise 
shows t hat the woman was probably a member of the king’s court, for the child 
was to be fairly grown during the overthrow of the Assyrian empire (verses 
15,16). 


Chapter one in Isaiah is the world’s best description of sin. It is clear that 
sin is stubborn rebellion and apostasy (verses 2-5). The people are brutish in their 
disobedience, not to law but to the person of God. 

Isaiah was a contemporary of Micah. It cannot be said who quoted whom in 
the matter of making plowshares from swords (cf. Isaiah 2:4 and Micah 4:3). 
However, this is no special injunction to pacifism as it often is made by quoting 
out of context. This is part of the descriptive speech which concerns the new king¬ 
dom to be established in the latter days. There will be universal peace (cf. Amos 
9) and war will be ended. This is not a command to end war, but a description of 
the age when war will have ceased because the hearts of men are changed (verses 
2,3). This is all the more evident when the prophet Joel in 3:10 advises of the great 
and coming battle in which the reverse situation takes place and the plowshares will 
be turned into swords. 

I 

v/ Isaiah 26:13,14 is often referred to as the high-water mark of Israelit e 
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.onotheipm. Perhaps it is more explicit than the actions of Elijah or Nathan, but 
the~connotation of their exploits was just as pointed. In chapter 46 we have a 
superb description of the impotent idol (verses 1,2,5-7). It is not necessary for 
full Greek logic to be explicated before one can speak of Israel as monotheistic. 

As in the plagues in Egypt, so the problem of miracle arises again in the 
withdrawal of the hosts of Assyria (37:36 f.). The fact is that Sennacherib did not 
take the city. He did leave suddenly. Is it less a miracle if bubonic plague struck 
- . or pressure on the northeastern flank forced withdrawal or rebellion in the East 
\ necessitated return or the angel of the Lord slew them all in one fell swoop? 

(Cf. chapter 2.) 

(tak«n from the FOREWARD) 

An Introduction to the Old T estament has been produced a syllabus by 
authority of the Division of College and University Work of the National Lutheran 
Council and the Commission on College and University Work of the Lutheran 
Church-Missouri Synod for une in both Credit and non-credit courses. It does 
not claim to be an “introduction” to the Old Testament in the technical sense but 
rather a tool for introducing the student to the field arJ to some of the literature. 

Dr. C. Umhau Wolf, Pastor of St. Paul’s Lutheran Church in Toledo, Ohio, 
is well qualified. For nine years he served as Professor of Old Testament 
Interpretation and Director of Graduate Studies at the Chicago Lutheran 
Theological Seminary. Dr. Wolf writes out of his experiences in teaching, in the 
pastoral ministry, and in archeological work under the auspices of the American 
Society of Oriental Research. 

You are referred to the title page for the addresses from which this 
syllabus can be secured. 

Reuben W. Hahn 
Donald R. Heigen 

(statement from p. 9) 

August 15, 1957 

The Hebrew concept of miracle was not that of our western mind. A 
miracle was not the suspension of natural law. God’s law was not unnatural law 
God and nature worked together. The Hebrew concept of miracle is more speci¬ 
fically “sign,” that is, a sign which points to God’s operative power. Such signs 
may, in our parlance, be even natural laws in normal operation w ithout involving 
sup ernatural phenomena. A recent children’s fantasy discusses the “miracle'’ of 
a spider that could copy words and spell them out in her web. Many thought this 
miraculous—“a Spider who can spell!" But a wise doctor recognizes that the very 
web itself spun by any old or young spidef* is just as much a miracle--“can you 
spin a web?" This same understanding may help in the Book of Numbers, Kings, 
and even the gospels"! 


Ancient Poetr’ 


(Genesis, Exodus, Numbers) (page 10) 


These three boo k* con tai n much that is obviously ancient poetry it. x hi.- 
torical, prose g ating. But even the prose has reminiscences that suggest tLa 
there" may have been oral, epb poetr y before the writing down. Ir. Genesis ma 
pieces have a . prim itivf>_ a.pprLa ,t about them (Genesis 4:23-24, 9:25-27, 16:11, 24; 
27:27f., 39f.). A few may be almost too exacting to be primitive, as for example 
chapter 49. The core of the Song of Miriam in Exodus 15 is accepted by almost 
scholars as a contemporaneous paeon of praise to the saving God. This is simil;. 
ly true of the oracles of Baala \ which have evidence of early orthography r them 
(Numbers 23 and 24). It is possible that the Book of the Wars of the Lord (e.g., 
Numbers 21:14) was a very early poetic source book. There is no doubt of the 
spontaneity of the Song of the Well in Numbers 21:17f. Even the Aaronic benedic¬ 
tion (Numbers 6:24 f.) must be recognized as poetic in form (it is so printed .ir 
some of the more recent English versions). 
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SAN FRANCISCO COW PALACE 


A SERVICE OF PRAYER FOR PEACE AND 
DIVINE GUIDANCE TO THE UNITED NATIONS 

\ - i n ■— 

V EitaHiiKtd in 1 945 in San Franasco 

\\ Order of Servi ce 

\ \ THE REVEREND 0. FREDERICK NOLDE, D.D. 


mu tor, Commission of thr Churches on Inter national Affairs, Presiding 


Processional. .. (Choir and Clergy) 


People: Nought of good can spring from mutual slaughter! I as, 
I hate triumph and domination. 

leader: Yet the right act is less, far less, than the right think¬ 
ing mind. 

People: How blest the happy solitude 

Of him who hears and knows the truth. (2) 

Leader: Swerve never from the path of truth. (J) 

People: You shall know the truth and the truth shall make 
you free. 

Leader: Blessed are they which do hunger and thirst after 
righteouness: for they shall be filled. 

People: Blessed are the peacemakers: for they shall be called 
the children of God . (4) 

Leader: Praise belongs to God, the Lord of the world, the mer- 
ciful--the compassionate, 

People: Guide us in the right path, the path of those Thou art 
grrdous.tp; not of those Thou art wroth with; nor of 

(?) 

ueader: Soma trust in chariots, and some in horses: but we 

k • will remember the name of the Lord our God. 

raopie: Nat by might, nor by power, but by my spirit saith 

% V the Lord of hosts. (6) 

r \ f' (1) Comfucum fThe Sayings of Confncrns) S' 

\ ( (2) Hmdn (The Bhagarad-Gita) / 

} (3) Buddhist (Selected Readings) 

\ mH) Chore* (New Tet’ament) 

| |J) Moslem (The Koran) yr 

^ (♦) Jndatsm (Old Testament)^ 


Invitation la^ Vorshtp J .. 

RABBI MORRIS GOLDSTEIN 


Seek ye the Lord while he may be found\ *\* 

Call ye upon him while he is near: \ 

Let the wicked forsake his ways \ \ > 

And the unrighteous man his tlmughts; \ 

\ f\ld Tettamcnt) 

Give me your whole heart Fear nA longer \ 

Love and adore me, For I wil .save you\ 

Worship me always . . . From sin and Ltondajre. 

In me your refuge \ \ 

y 'The B/'aiavaA- tie" ) 

Great art Thou. O Lord, and greatly to be praised; \ 

For Thou has formed us for Thyself, A \ 

And our hearts are restless till they findvest in Thee. \ 

\ f Auguitinr p 


Oprnissg Remarks ... \ 

THE REVEREND O. FREDERICK NOLDE, D.D 

Welcome to Delegates of the United Natrons ... 

MRS. WILLIAM LISTER ROGERS — 

Chairma n , “A Festival of Faith'' 
President, San Francisco Commcil 


The Offering .,. 

FOR THE UNITED NATIONS INTERNATIONAL 
CHILDREN’S EMERGENCY FUND 


Anthem 


A VISION OF THE WORLD’ 


Anthem 


S«w fill Vwan of tk« world 
Till lb* war drum iKroWlumi 
la tKr Parliament of Man. 1 


‘THE HEAVENS ARE TELLING' 


Calls to Prayer 

4 Bahai —Mr. Arthur L. Dahl, Jr. 

Buddhist —Dr. Paul F. Fung 

Christian, —Rev. Paul S. Finfinis (East*' . Orthodox) 
Rev. John A. Gardner. D.D. (Protestant) 
Hindu —Swami Ashokananda 
v Judaism —Rabbi Elliot M. Burstein 
^ Moslem —Mr. Mohammed Ahmed Radwan 


Responsive Reading . . . 

THE REVEREND HOWARD THURMAN. D.D. 


Leader: Loving hearts find peace in love. J 

People: What I do not wish to have done unto me, I likewise 
wish not to do unto others. 

Leader: All hangs on faithfulness and fellow-feeling. 

People: Seeking light for itself, love enlightens others. 

Leader: Love is to conquer self and turn to courtesy. Could we 
for but one day, all mankind would turn to love. (1) 

ftewCi-*"s/ym-r 


Silent Prayer .. .(by the worshipers) 


(The prayer for each faith follows) 


(This folder Is photographically reproduced, reduced in size, and underlining and handwriting added. Additional 
copies may he obtained from Christian Beacon, Colllngswood 7. N. J.. U. R A.) 

« 5 cent$ each; $5 for $1; 100 for ff 
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I. Exegetical Aspects 

D ocuments such as A Brief Statem-ent 
are functional; they are intended to 
perform a service and have validity and 
worth because, and insofar as, t hey do 
p erform a se rvice. As Lutherans, who re¬ 
ceive and embrace the Holy Scriptures as 
the pure fountains from which the people 
of God must drink to live, we live in the 
conviction that the one functioning power 
in the life of the church is the Word of 
God. The exegetical basis and the exeget¬ 
ical substance of a functional document 
are therefore of critical import; they must 
be the objects of perpttual and prayerful 
scrutiny, continually under review. Such a 
review must, in the nature of things, go 
beyond the question of the "correctness” 
or "incorrectness” of the exegesis of cited 
passages, important and necessary as that 
question is. Such a review must go on to 
ask whether the voice of God in the Scrip¬ 
tures has been heard and transmitted ade¬ 
quately, that is, it must ask: Is the exeget¬ 
ical base broad enough? Is the witness of 
Scripture full enough, to be really func¬ 
tional, to do the work of God for the 
people of God in these last days? Such 
a review must go one step further. It must 
ask: Is our document letting Scripture 
speak on its own terms? Is it Scriprurallv 
str uctured, and d oes it present the function- 
ing truth of Sc ripture in Scriptural per ¬ 
spective? In submitting A Brief Statement 
to such a threefold scrutiny and review 
we are doing what our Lutheran Confes¬ 
sions and our Lutheran conscience compel 
us to do. The following paragraphs are 


intended, of course, to be illustrative of the 
kind of work The Lutheran Church — Mis¬ 
souri Synod should be doing on A Brief 
Statement; they do not constitute in them¬ 
selves the necessary exegetical scrutiny and 

review. . 

A 

Is the Exegesis of A Brief Statement 
Correct? 

Our answer to that question is yes; but 
it cannot be an unq ualified y?s And it is 
not a lack of piety toward our fathers in 
Christ that makes us qualify that yes; the 
gratitude of dutiful sons w f ho have learned 
of their fathers to bow to the authority of 
the Scriptures compels us to examine anew* 
the Scriptural basis of A Brief Statement 1 
and thus to qualify our answer. A few ex¬ 
amples w’ill suffice co illustrate the nature 
and the extent of our reservations in as¬ 
senting to the exegesis of our fathers. 

1. In par. 211 Rom. 3:2 is cited in sup¬ 
port of the statement that "the verbal in¬ 
spiration of the Scriptures ... is taught 
by direct statements of the Scriptures." 
Now the words "unto them were com¬ 
mitted the oracles of God” are eloquent 
witness to the divine origin of the revela¬ 
tion entrusted to Israel; but do they ac- 

I tually make a "direct statement" on the 
.verbal inspiration of the Scriptures? 

2. In paragraph 214, 1 Cor. 12:3 


is 


1 In this article the references to the para¬ 
graphs of A Brief Statement follow the numbers 
given to them in Doctrinal Declarationt: A Col¬ 
lection of Official Statements on the Doctrinal 
Position of Various Lutheran Bodies in Amen, a 
(St. Louis: Concordia Publishing House, 1957), 
pp. 43—57. 


cited in support of the statement, "The 
Triune God is the God who is gracious to 
man.” That thought is implicit in the verse 
certainly, but it is not the main thrust of 
the passage. Why not use a passage which 
is both outspokenly Trinitarian and redo¬ 
lent with grace — 2 Cor. 13:14? 

3. In paragraph 236, the statement that 
"the Christian Church on earth is in visible” 
is supported by a reference to Luke 17:2(1 
This exegesis suffers from a double weak¬ 
ness. It equates "kingdom of God" with 
"Christian Church,” s omething that the 
New Testament does not do; and it as¬ 
sumes that the key words kx to; updiv mean 
"within you,” something tha t is by no 
mean s certai n. "Many good, learned, and 
pious scholars are convinced thar the words 
mean "in your midsr." 2 

This sampling is designed to inuicate 
the kind of work that must be done. Other 
passages that need to be reexamined are, 
e. g„ Hos. 13:9 (par. 225), Heb 12:28 
(par.256), 1 Cor. 15:19 (par.257). We 
must make certain thar our certae Scrip- 
turae are certain and chat cur clarae Scrip- 
turae are dear; clear, that is, for che pur¬ 
pose for which they are being used. 

B 

Is the Exegetical Ba is of A Brief State¬ 
ment Adequate? 

A functional document like A Brief 
Statement is a picture of the confessional 
:ouncenance which a church body turns 
:ow r ard the church and the world. The 
ineaments of that fa^e must not only bo 
rlearly draw n — a caricature is clear, to the 
aoint of cruelty — it must be drawn in 
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such fullness and detail that it adequately 
conveys the character of the confessor. 
That is why we must ask the question 
which is the heading of this section. Do 
men see in the face with which we con¬ 
front them a genuinely sola Scriptura face? 

1. A Brief Statement opens w'ith the ar- 
tide Of the Holy Scriptures. In the face of 
today' s situation (t he revival of Biblical 
theology and the current debate on the 
authority of the Scriptures) this section 
ought certainly to have a broad and mas¬ 
sive exegetical base. The seven passages 
cited in pars. 211 and 212 can hardly be 
said to constitute such a base. An adequate 
base should, for instance, include passages 
which illustrate more fully the attitude of 
our Lord and His apostles toward the Scrip- 
tuxes (e.g.. Mart.4:1-11; 15:6; 22:43-46; ^ 
Rom. 1:2; 4:2, 3) and passages which 
speak explicitly of the efficacy and author¬ 
ity of the written New Testament Word 
(e.g., John 20:30,31; 1 John 1:3,4; Rev. 
1:11; 2:1,7). 

2. Tile article Of Justification is warmly 
and el oquently stated, with trenchant an¬ 
titheses. But five Scripture passages (a total 
of nine verses) constitute a rather narrow 
exegetical base for this central statement. 
Not that a mere heaping up of passages 
inevitably gives greater theological or con¬ 
fession J weight; our Confessions are 
rather sparse in express cirations of Scrip¬ 
ture. But in the face of the fact that the 
statement is still heard that "justification" 
is mere:/ one of a number of Pauline im¬ 
ages for Gods redeeming acr in Christ 
(and not necessarily the most important 
one), a fulier marshaling of the evidence 
would be desirable. And Phil. 3:9 is a wcl- 
com.. indeed an indispensable, commentary 
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on what Paul means by "of God" when he 
speaks of "the righteousness of God.” 

3. The article Of Good Works is like¬ 
wise in need of exegetical enrichment. 
A Lutheran witness today needs to be very 
explicit on this head, and very explicitly 
exegetical. Should we not cite and treat 
such monumental passages as Rom. 8:3,4; 
12:1,2 (not only 12:1); Gal. 5:6; and 
Eph. 2:8-10? If we deal adequately with 
these and similar passages, we may even 
make bold to cite James 2:14-26. 

C 

Is the Exegetical Substance of A Brief 
Statement Presented in Scriptural Per- 
spective? 

With this question we enter debatable 
ground; we raise the question of the rela¬ 
tionship between exegesis and systematics. 
But the question is worth raising in any 
case, and a thoroughgoing conversation be¬ 
tween the sysrematicians and the exegetes 
might prove to be a very salutary by¬ 
product of a reconsideration of A Brief 
Statement. Two questions in this area may 
serve to illustrate the problem. 

1. Should Of the Holy Scriptures be sep¬ 
arated from Of the Means of Grace? In 
i scholarly work on systematic theology 
the Holy Scriptures may for good and valid 
reasons be treated in the Prolegomena; the 
theologian is stating his presuppositions. 
But is not the case different when a church 
is speaking its deepest convictions for all 
men to hear? Shall we not give more elo¬ 
quent witness to the Scripturalness of our 
:onfession by speaking of Scriptures as 
he Scriptures speak of themselves? Must 
ve not speak of the Scriptures first and 
oremost in terms of their power (2 Tim. 
:15), their "usefulness” (2 Tim. 3:16), 


their inspired capacity to create faith (John 
20:30,31), to bring men into communion 
with the Father and the Son (1 John 1: 
3,4), to keep the church under the judica¬ 
ture and the blessing of her Lord (Rev. 
2:1,7)? 

2. Should Of Justification be separated 
from Of Redemption and the immediately 
antecedent article Of Man and Sin ? The 
article Of Justification itself aligns justifi¬ 
cation very closely with "forgiveness of 
sins,” "salvation,” and "reconciliation,” and 
that is as it should be. Paul speaks thus, 
and our Confessions are similarly free. Are 
we not jeopardizing the very thing we 
want to safeguard, the centrality of justi¬ 
fication, if we give justification a markedly 
separate place in our utterance, without 
warrant from the Scriptures? 

II. "A Brief Statement” 
and the Lutheran Symbols 

The intention of the authors of A Brief 
Statement 3 to conform its contents to the 
Symbols of the Lutheran Church hardly 
needs demonstration. The instructions of 
the River Forest Synod of 1929 directed 
them to formulate theses which would 
"present the doctrine of Scripture and the 
Lutheran Confessions in the shortest and 
simplest manner” [emphasis added]. Fur¬ 
ther, each author was committed without 
qualification, personally and professionally, 
to the doctrinal content of the Lutheran 
Symbols. Finally, A Brief Statement de¬ 
votes its 19th and final article (par.260 to 
264) to "the Symbols of the Lutheran 

3 The Symbols are abbreviated A[ugsburg] 
CConfession}; Ap[ology]; S[malcald] Articles]; 
Tractatus [on the Authority and Primacy of the 
Pope]; S[mall] C[aiechism]; L[arge] C[ate- 
chism]; Fformula of] C[oncord], Ep[itome] 
and Stolid} D[eclaration]. 


Church.” In the first paragraph of this 
article the authors of A Brief Statement 
accept as their own all the Symbols of the 
Book of Concord of the year 1580. 4 

Altogether there are nine references to 
the Symbols and 10 quotations from them 
in A Brief Statement . B Every one of the 

4 This specification of the German edition 
presumably intends to do no more than to estab¬ 
lish the Symbolical canon, since the Symbols 
themselves appeal to the Latin originals of such 
documents as the Apology. In keeping with its 
own purpose A Brief Statement, in the par. 
260, "assigns to the Symbols an exclusively pol¬ 
emical role ("a confession of the doctrines over 
against those who deny these doctrines") with¬ 
out pointing out the positive functions of the 
Book of Concord, as a criterion of teaching and 
of administering the sacraments, as a mark of 
mutual identification among Lutherans, as a con¬ 
stitutive factor of the Lutheran Church as a de¬ 
nomination, as a formulation that is to inform 
the church's theology’, as a witness to the way 
in which the authors of the Symbols as well as 
their spiritual posterity understood and inter¬ 
preted the Sacred Scriptures, and as a classic 
expression of the grateful confessional response 
of each generation of Lutherans to the divine 
revelation. At the same time the authors of 
A Brtef Statement deserve commendation for 
their insistence (pars. 262—264) on a "be¬ 
cause" (quia) subscription to the Symbols' total 
doctrinal content but thereto only. Likewise, 
in setting forth the relationship of the Symbols 
to the Sacred Scriptures they have not used the 
designations norma normans and norma nor - 
mala, which are not used in the Symbols and 
may be misleading unless properly defined. 

5 References: Par. 212, Ap XXVII 60; par. 
244, Tractatus 70; par. 247, FC SD XI 5, 8, 23; 
par. 253, AC XXVIII 51-60 (includes a 10- 
word quotation); par. 254, AC XXVIII 51-53, 
60. LC Decalog 83, 85, 89, AC XXVIII 53-56; 
par. 255, AC XVII; par. 258, Tracrarus 39-41, 
45. Quotations: par. 215, SC Creed; par. 218, 
SC Creed (source not given); par. 222, FC SD 

11 88 (source not given); pax. 225, FC SD XI 
57-59, 60, 62, 63; par- 235, Ap VII 16; par. 
248, FC SD XI 8; par. 252, FC SD XI 26, 9, 

12 (three separate quotations); par. 258, SA-II 
IV 10. We find reminiscences of FC SD Von 
dem summarischen Bcgri/f 9 in par. 212 and 


Lutheran particular Symbols is cited or 
quoted. Of the first 18 articles of A Brief 
Statement 10 are buttressed with Symbol¬ 
ical documentation. The eight which are 
not are the articles of God (2), man and 
sin (4), faith in Christ (6), justifica¬ 
tion (8), good works (9), the means of 
grace (10), church and state (13) and 
open questions (18). 

The questions that we shall address to 
A Brief Statement are four in number: 
(1) Are the passages of the Symbols that! 
it cites apposite and correctly under- 1 
stood? (2) Does it contradict the Sym¬ 
bols? (3) Does it go‘beyond the Symbols? 
(4) Does it omit any significant emphasis 
of the Symbols 'la tes treatment of a given 

issue? . 

A 

To the first question we must answer 
that in almost all instances A Brief State¬ 
ment's citations of the Symbols are ap¬ 
posite. The followi ng possible exceptions 
may be noted. 

Par. 212 asserts: "With the Confessions 
of our Church we teach also chat che ‘rule 
of faith* (analogia fidei), according to 
which the Holy Scriptures are to be under¬ 
stood, are the clear passages of the Scrip¬ 
tures themselves which set forth the in¬ 
dividual doctrines." Thereupon it appeals 
to Ap XXVII 60. The terms "rule of faith” 
and analogia fidei, however, do not occur 
at this place in the Apology or anywhere 
else in the Symbols. 

Again Tractatus 70 is cited in par. 244 
to demonstrate that "ordination is not a 
divine but a commendable ecclesiastical 
ordinance." Is this passage in its context 

of Ap I 2 in par. 214. — The quotation attribu¬ 
ted to Martin Luther in par. 252 actually repro¬ 
duces the counsel of Johann von Staupicz (WA 
43. 461, 12-13). 
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sufficient to prove this assertion, and does 
it explicitly say that the ordination itself 
was merely a human ordinance? In this 
particular section the Smalcald Articles 
merely call attention to the fact that at 
some time in the past ordination differed 
m two points from the 16th-century West¬ 
ern practice. First, instead of having the 
pope choose and/or confirm a bishop or 
pastor, the people elected him, and a bishop 
of the same or a neighboring diocese or¬ 
dained him. The latter’s action served to 
ratify the choice of the people. Second, 
ordination was a simple procedure in the 
primitive church and consisted only in 
a laying on of hands by the ordaining 
bishop; the proliferation of ceremonies 
that had made ordination a two-hour rite 
in the 16th ccnrury did not begin until the 
era of Pseudo-Dionysius (now dated 
A. D. 500). Furthermore, ought not Trac- 
tatus 70 be read in conjunction with Trac- 
tatus 65 and 72, which declare that the 
choosing of pastors and other ministers 
and their ordination by available clergy¬ 
men are the prerogative of the church by 
divine right (iure divino)? 

B 

In view of the commitment of the au¬ 
thors of A Brief Statement to the Symbols 
contradictions between the two documents 
are not to be expected. There are at most 
occasional differences in emphasis or in 
terminology', as the foPowicg selected in¬ 
stances will show. 

When par. 213 declares that "the eternal 
Son of God was made man by assuming... 
a human n.it. ie Jibe u::o ours, y~t wi hou r 
sin*” it dt parts bom t’:e Symbols it a point 
where th y follow the ancient ch rch. 
In the thought and Lnguage of the era 
which devi , d the b^.ic Christolo ital 


formulations, our Lord assumed not "a hu¬ 
man nature” like, yet by that token sep-j 
arate from, our human nature, but "human 
nature" (natura humana, buinar.itas), than 
is, the very nature that is present in usj 
and that makes us human beings (Atha- 
nasian Creed 33; AC III 1 Latin; Ap III; 
FCSD VIII 6,7). 

In rejecting the error that good works 
precede faith and that the Law can produce 
them, par. 230 declares "that the only 
means by which we Christians caa become 
rich in good works ... is unceasingly to 
remember the grace of God." Does not 
this statement restrict the source of good 
works too exclusively to the subjective re¬ 
membrance of God? The operation of the 
Holy Spirit certainly deserves mention in 
this connection as it is mentioned in FC 
Ep IV 15. 

Y When par. 242 in Article 12 defines the 
public ministry as "the office by which the 
Word of God is preached and the sacra- 
inenrs arc administered by order and in the 
name o f a Christian congregation,” should 
not A'Brief Statement with the Symbols 
also stress the point that the clergy function 
not only in the nr me of men but primarily 
in the name of Christ (Ap VII 47)? This 
accent is present at best by implication in 
A Brief Statement when par. 243 states: 
"It is the duty of Christians to yield un¬ 
conditional obedience to the office of the 
ministry whenever and as long as the min¬ 
ister procla : ns to them the Word of God." 
The distinction which Ap XXVIII 13 
makes between the potrstes ordinis ar 1 
the potestas iurisdictionis mav be useful ir. 
this connection 

C 

We now need to ask: Does A Brief 
Statement contain emph -ses which are nor 
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found in the Lutheran Symbols? In an¬ 
swering this question we must again rec¬ 
ognize that in addressing itself to the 
particular theological issues of late 19th- 
century and early 20th-century German 
and American Christianity', A Brief State¬ 
ment could not appeal to the Symbols for 
specific mention of thpse problems in sup¬ 
port of positions which it sets forth. 

Thus, while the Symbols t-*ach that the 
prophetic and apo-.olic Scriptures are in 
all their parts God’s Word, the te chnical 


term " verbal inspi'T.don" (p tr. 211) is nor 
in the vocabulary of the Symbols. 6 Again, 
while the argumi:..t Lorn silence is notably 
precarious, st ill the rcticcac.: of the Sym- 
bols regarding the statements of Scripture 
on ’historical, geographical, and secui.r 
matters" (in an age when scientific ques¬ 
tions w re already warmly debated) may 
give us cause to ask whether all the accents 
of paragraphs 211, 215, and 216 — such as 
the view that human beings in the .state C- 
integrity "had a truly scientific knowledge 
of nature” — really belong to the essential 
«nhsranr*» nf rhe church’s ccnfersiou. 


In the polemic of pax. 233 agai c the 
doccrine that “the grace and the Spirit of 
God are communicated not through rhe 
external means ordained by Him but by 
an immedi.te [ital. original] operation of 
grace,” the phrase "infused grace" (quo¬ 
tation marks original) can be understood 
only if its "fictitious” and proper u..e arc 
defined as i dene in Franz Picp r r’s Christ- 
liche Dogmutik (Sc. Louis: Conco.'l'a Pub- 
liship” H . i 7—24), T , 27; II, 8£F. 


* The Symbols n*.< . e %<.ry i.^tfi-xed ere of 
the prooftevis wa: h oer do^rr.anc tradition 
conventionally cite* Lr rhe inipiraron of the 
Sacred Scripcu es. J‘ i 10:'5 is not explicitly 

- r»L 


Par. 258 states: "As to the Antichrist we 
teach [ital. added] that the prophecies 
concerning the Antichrist, 2 Thess.2:3-12; 

1 John 2:18, have been fulfilled in the 
Pope of Rome and his dominion." In citing 
Tracratus 39—41 and SA-11 IV 10 in sup¬ 
port of this teaching, the Symbols, it may 
be noted, do not appeal to 1 John 2:18 ir. 
chis connection. Furthermore, the applica¬ 
tion of Scripture passages to the papacy 
as the basis of what "we teach" seems to 
have become the Sacred Scriptures’ own 
explicit identification of the papacy as the 
Antichrist, since par. 259 insists that "th” 
doctrine ... of Antichrist" (presumably 
£S defined in the preceding paragraph) is 
"clearly defined in Scripture " 

D 

With reference to our last question: 
Does A Brief Statement omit significant 
emphases of che Symbols in its treatment 
of the respective issue? we must observe 
that an 8,000-word document, like A Brief 
Statement, cannot, even with its restricted 
scope, be expected to be as comprehensive 
in its treatment of a subject as a quarter- 
of-a-million-word document, like the Booh 
of Concord, can afford to be. Nevertheless 
some regrettably omitted emphases, of 
which the items now to be cited are ex¬ 
amples, can be catalogued. 

Formally par. 220 of A Brief Statement 
appears to use the term conversion in a 
narrower way than the Symbols do. In the 
Ltter, conversion may include "a change, 
new motions and movements in the inrel- 
lect, wiF, and heart” ?.s well as "good, spir¬ 
itual thoughts, having Christian purpose 
and diligence, [and] fighting against the 
h" (FC SD II 70). In A Brief State¬ 
ment conversion is defined as, and re- 
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SoutlivaHlcm District Resolution 

WHEREAS, the adoption of Resolution 9 by the San Francisco 
Convention of Synod has resulted in grievous disturbances to 
the Church as great as any that it was intended to remove, and 
WHEREAS, the resolution as it stands is being considered as 
.extending and altering the Confessional Standard as con¬ 
tained in the Hook of Concor<! of 1580, which all pastors, 
teachers and professors of Synod are, by their ordination and 
installation, committed to uphold, therefore 
RK IT RESOLVED. that we express our appreciation of the 
fact that the Pracsidiwn «>f Synod, through a special com¬ 
mittee. is restudying Resolution 9, and its effect on the 
Church, and In- it further 

RHSOLVEI), that we pray the guidatice of the Holy Spirit 
ii|H)U those appointed to studv this matter, in order that the 
disturbance and misunderstanding created hy the aforemen¬ 
tioned resolution might he removed, ami Ik- it further 
RESOLVED, that we state it to he our firm belie f that Resolu ¬ 
tion 9 un elu to he rescinded in order to maintain the conies 
Tessional standard as set forth in Article 11 of Synod's Con¬ 
stitution, and Ik- it further 

KESOI.Y El), that we hereby memorialize the Lutheran Chtirch- 
Missouri Synod to rescind Resolution 9 at its next convention. 

English District Resolution 

WHEREAS. The Kngli.sh District has resolved (Proceedings 
32d Convention 1990, Milwaukee, p. 130) to reaffirm its ad¬ 
herence to the eoiifesskjnal standard set forth in Article 11 of 
Synod's constitution; ami 

W HER I* AS. The Ftiglish District has resolved (Proceedings 
32d Convention 19t«0, p. 139) to memorialize the 1962 Con- 
vention of Synod to declare Resolution 9 unconstitutional; and 
WHEREAS, Membership in The Lutheran Church-Missouri 
Synod is based on the confessional standard set forth in Arti¬ 
cle II of Synod's constitution, congregations and individuals 
having joined with the assurance that this alone is indeeel our 
coufessi mal standard (Article VI. I ) ; and 
WHEREAS, Contemporary documents which are regarded as 
explanations of the confessions become additional confessions 
when such documents are given binding character; and 
YYULRICAS, Resolution 9 circumvents constitutional procedure 
as outlined in Article XIV and in effect amends Article II by 
rcqtiiring pastors, teachers and professors to he held to teach 
and act according to majority-approved doctrinal statements 
which are not mentioned in Article II; and 
WHEREAS, Synod, being an advisory body, lias no right to 
impose on member congregations through the clergy, con¬ 
fessional standards other than those specifically mentioned in 
Article II; and 

WHEREAS, Sections B and C of Resolution 9 are contrary to 
the policy of Synod which give responsibility for doctrinal 
matters to lioth congregations and clergy, because they re¬ 
quire compliance on the part of pastors, teachers and pro 
fessors, but omit reference to congregations; and 
WHEREAS, There arc a iiumlxr of theological problems which 
are disturbing the Synod ami arc being discussed among us 
with great concern; and 

WHEREAS, The present size and rapid growth of the Synod 
make difficult the discussion and resolution of many of these 
problems; and 

WHEREAS, Wr are called in our day, as were our fathers in 
theirs, to “witness a good confession” (I Timothy 6:13): 
THEREFORE HE IT RESOLVED: 

"AyThat the 1962 Convention of Synod declare Resolution 9 

~~ nqconsti noi'mal ——————— 

H. That Synod reaffirm its adherence to Article II of its 
Constitution. 

C. That free and open doctrinal conferences involving both 
pastors and laity, such as made our church strong in the 
early years, lx- urged, 

D. That Synod through its College of Presidents, elect a 
commission of eleven members of clergy and laity with 
broad representation to study, the theological and prac¬ 
tical problems which are disturbing Synod, said commis¬ 
sion :•> submit a preview report to each congregation in 
Synod by June 1964, and to report to the 1965 convention 
of Synod with recommendations deemed advisable, to the 
end that purity, peace and unity oi Synod be preserved 
and true confession of biblical truths he assured. 
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Atlnntic District Resolution 

WHEREAS, Resolution No. 9 of Committee No. 3. adopted at 
the San Francisco Convention of Synod (Proceedings, page 
191) has failed in its purpose of being a unifying factor in 
Synod and instead has proven divisive; and 
WHEREAS, Membership in the Lutheran Church-M issouri 
Synod is based on the confessional standard set forth in 
Article II of Synod’s constitution, congregations and in¬ 
dividuals having joined. with the assurance that this alone 
is indeed our confessional standard (Article VI, If; and 
WHEREAS, Contemporary documents which are regarded as 
explanations of the Confessions become additional Confes¬ 
sions when sue’ documents arc given binding character: and 
WHEREAS, Resolution No. 9 circumvents constitutional pro¬ 
cedure as outlined in Article XIV and in effect amends Arti¬ 
cle II by requiring pastors, teachers and professors to lx 
held to (each and act according to majority -approved doctrinal 
statements which are not mentioned in Article II: and 
WHEREAS. Unanimity and agreement in doctrine cannot Ik: 
achieved or maintained by means of resolutions, but only 
through the submission to the clear teachings of Scripture; 
therefore lx- it 

RESOLVED, That we request ill* 1962 Convention of Synod to 
declare Resolution bio. 9 unconstitutional in that it amends 
YrTh le II, contrary to the pnicedures sot forth in Article XIV 
of Synod's constitution; and lx- it further 
RESOLVED, That wc, assembled in convention in Hrunxville, 
New York, June 25-28, 1961, reaffirm our adherence to Arti¬ 
cle II of Synod’s constitution; and lx it finally 
RESOLVED, That w<c request the Synod through its College ol 
Presidents, to elect a commission of eleven members of clergy 
and laity-'with broad theological representation to study the 
• theological and practical problems which are disturbing 
Synod, said commission to submit a preview* report to each 
congregation of Synod by January 1964, and to reix>rt to the 
1965 convention of Synod with recommendations deemed 
advisable, to the end that purity, jxacc and unity of Synod he 
preserved and true confession of Hiblica! truths be assured. 

W»/c/ ' 

Pastoral Group Opposes 
Resolution Nine Action 


A “Declaration of Obedience and Freedom” oppos¬ 
ing any action which would give the “Brief Statement” 
and the “Common Confession I & II” confessional 
status and force has been forwarded to the Missouri 
Synod’s officials by the Queens-Long Island Pastoral 
Conference for consideration at Synod’s Cleveland con¬ 
vention this summer. * - 


The declaration states, “We'ferenec that Synod’s offers !n- 
eannot for conscience soke agree tended to request on amendment 
that any statement, resolution, to Resolution 9 (1959 Synodical 


or document has confessional 
force and status and is in that 
sense binding upon our conscien¬ 
ces except those to which *-we 
have subscribed at our ordina¬ 
tion, which are recoirded _ in 
Article TI of the Constitution of 
The Lutheran Church-Missouri 
Synod and which are unalter¬ 
able.” 

Citing a series of articles by 
pr. Carl S. Meye r, director of 
graduate studies at Concordia 
'Seminary, St. Louis, in the Con¬ 
cordia Theological Monthly, the 
conference explains, “We agree 
entirely with the sense of Prof. 


convention) which would give 
LV articles confessional status. 
The declaration called attention 
to the disturbance which the 
resolution created and also to 
the. fact that three Synodical dis-» 
trict conventions have ‘declared 
the resolution unacceptable a?ld 
ask its* repeal. 

“Since the 'Common Confes¬ 
sion’ is 'not to be regarded or 
employed as' a functioning basic 
document toward the establish¬ 
ment of altar and pulpit fellow¬ 
ship w’ith other' church bodies’ 
(Synodical convention proceed¬ 
ings. 1956, p. 806 , t 


Meyer's articles th at ‘A Hrie' i impossible to regard it as hav- 
S tatemcnt* deals with the ques- ing confessional force,” the 

tl ons and problems of its day,| declaration states, 
not ours, and that ft was never* 


ntended to have coni'eb.sioiial' j 
status and iorcr.' 1 

The pastoral- conference noted 
"with dismay” that Dr. John W. 
Behnken, Synod president, an¬ 
nounced at the 1961 Fiscal Con- 
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Wednesday Chapel Problems of So. Afrwi 


Leader of South African church opposition to the A[x rthc ' 


Jiy Ted iitecge 


policy, the Rt._Rev. Richard Ambrose Reeves will speak at 

Chapel Wednesday at 11:40 and at 7:30 p.m. 


Conducting a personal investi¬ 
gation of the Sharpeville massacre 
in March, 1960, he forced an of¬ 
ficial inquiry into the police ac- 



Blshop Reeves 


tion against 253 unarmed men, 
women, and children, 67 of whom 
died. 

Subsequently, he left Africa to 
pvoid arrest. Two days after his 
return to Johannesburg in Sep¬ 
tember, 1960, he was forcibly de¬ 
ported by the South African gov¬ 
ernment and went to his native 
England. He is now without a 
See. 

His recently published book, 
“Shooting at Sharpeville: The 


Agony of South Africa,” had been 
widely read for its factual and 
pictorial account of the police 
action against a peacefully assem¬ 
bled group of black Africans. 

Speaking for the Anglican 
Church of South Africa in its de¬ 
fiance of legislation requiring 
segregation in churches. Rev. 
Reeves calls the law "an affront 
to the Christian conscience.” 

Bishop Reeves, educated at 
Cambridge university and at Gen¬ 
eral Theological seminary in New 
York City, became active in the 
Student Christian movement in 
the late 1920’s and was in Geneva. 
Switzerland, from 1935 to 1937 as 
secretary of the World Student 
Christian federation. 

In 1948 he was nanv'd an Epis¬ 
copal delegate to the first assem¬ 
bly of the World Council of 
Churches in Amsterdam and 
elected bishop of Johannesburg 
in 1949. 

He was in the United States in 
November, 1960. where he was 
principal speaker at the American 
House of Bishops meeting at Dal¬ 
las. 

Pres. O. P. Krctzimnn joined 
groups throughout the nation to 
request that Rev. Reeves return 
or, a speaking tov»r in the United 
States. His current tour. April 8 
to May ‘ 16, is sponsored by the 
Anglican Church of England. 

He will autograph copies of hisr 
book in the bookstore Wednesday 
at 4:30 p.m. 


"The wind of change blowing through Alrica is now a .nil 
cane; colonialism is rapidly coming to an end.” V/ith this stdl 
ruent Rt. Rev. Ambrose Reeves, former Anglican Bishop of ■ 


hannesberg opened his University 
Memorial Chapel address on the 
South African situation last Wed¬ 
nesday. 

Withdrawal of the Union of 
South Africa from the British 
Commonwealth heightens public 
interest in author Reeves’ cur¬ 
rent U.S. visit. His recently pub¬ 
lished book. Shooting at Sharpe¬ 
ville: The Agony of South Africa, 
describes the March, 1960, police 
massacre of peacefully assembled 
black Africans et Sharpeville, 
South Africa. 

“It is difficult to believe.” stated 
the 61-year-old prelate, "that 200 
million Africans will peacefully 
watch millions of their brothers 
suffer.” Shortly after the Sharpe- 
ville massacre, the bishop forced 
an official inauiry into the 
wounding of 253 unarnu.d men. 
women, and children, of whom 67 
' died. 

His subsequent deportation from 
South Africa was merely another 
step along a lengthy path of pro¬ 
test against the South African 
government of Prime j.Imister 
Verwoerd and its policy of apart¬ 
heid, complete segrealion of the 
non-white peoples of the nation 
from the Dutch, "dri’manors and 
English. 

Lecturer Eeevea said he re¬ 
belled against apartheid, “not ns 
.a political or economic policy, but 
as heresy. The Church denies its 
own mission when it refuses to 
join th ' struggle against racial 
atrocities," he staled. 

. The l^OO.OfO colored, 500.0C9 
Indians, 11,009,000 Zulus and 
3,000,090 whites in the country 
create constant many-sided ten¬ 
sions, ro much so that Bishop 
Reeves considers the nation “s 
.microce of world civilization.” 
• Physical struggles are kept to 
a minimum, largely because of 
the no i-violence policy pursued 
by thn n any Islamic followers 
of Mnhrtma Ghandi who inhabit 
the I. nd. 

Ghandi. who came to Africa to 
defend legal right:- of Indian 
sugar . rl tion workers, devel¬ 


oped his doctrine of t ^ssivf 
.'.istance while living in 
Africa. Thousands of South 
cars still follow his teuchin; 

“We cannot expect the 
violence policy to last much l 
er," warned the Bishop. | 

Vorweird’s method of roll 
the tensions seems simple 
the f-»ctions apart. But Bi 
Reeves belli ves that setMH 
Souh Africa’s racial groups tf 
be like “unrcrambhng a boil 
scrambled eggs.” 

The baric icsson South AiH 
must learn is the same all 
must learn--how to live to® 
But, reveals the bishop, “7 he 
no colored problem in 
Africa—only a white probl; 

“The situation in that 
is entirely novel: the Unioi 
South A rica is tile only c® 
in which tie government 
pledged entirely to uphold 
plete segregation,” he obe 
Recipient of an !M.A. d 
from Cambridge Univ .-rsi.y] 
1943 and an S.T.D. from G 
Theological semir ary in 

York city, Bishop Reeves wajH 
dained to the pnejrthnod offl 
Anglican church in 19--.7. 1 

Since then he hes been d 
involved in the ecumenical 
ment and the Christian yi 
movement, as well as wit 
struggle against racial se 
tion. 


Jl 
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Nygren’s Convocation Address 
Recalls Lutherans to Gospel 


By Ted Steege 

“The Significance of Luther’s Theology Today” was the title 
of Bishop Anders Nygren's convocation address in Valparaiso 
Memorial Chapel Tuesday morning. The world-renowned bishop 


of Lund, Sweden, first president 
of tiie Lutheran World Federation, 
related his views on the seculari¬ 
zation of the world's rhurches 
since the time of Luther and its 
effect on the preaching of the C.js- 
pel. 

“Most religions today ask what 
man must do rather than what 
God has done for man.” com¬ 
mented Bishop Nygron. “The es¬ 
sential element of Christianity is 
that God in Christ reconciled the 
world to Himself.” 

The bishop stated that Luther’s 
Reformation "recovered the true 
Gospel—but this ran be an empty 
statement unless we explain the 
answer to the question ’What is 
the Gospel’?” 

Fro* \ d Agape 

The Gospel, says Nygron, noted 

author of Fros and Agape ami 
Canmientary on the Romans, is a 
message of the good nows of just 
how God "reconciled the world to 


Him in Chr’st.' When churchf’S 
cease to preach this message and 
concentrate on man’s fulfillment 
of the law. they cease to preach 
the irue Gospel. 

The law still remains, he stated, 
to govern men's actions on earth, 
hut God, by grace through faith, 
"creates a new world, without 
sin—but we must remember that 
this is God’s action, not man s.” 

Quoting St. Augustine's injunc¬ 
tion to “Love, and do what ye 
will,” the theologian stressed that 
the work of the Gospel isn’t ae 
eomplished when a sinner robes 
himself in holiness and presents 
himself sinless before God, but 
when a sinner "trusts in what 
God has accomplished in him." 

Immediate legal perfection on 
earth is not to 1 m> expected, 
stressed the bishop; the eschato¬ 
logical aspect of Christianity must 
be remembered. As God speaks 
to His people through the Gospel, 
he brings the world closer to the 
day when He shall return to es¬ 
tablish "the new’ world, without 
sin." 

"The Call” 

Expanding on the "concept of 
the call." Bishop Nygren pointed 
out that God "doesn't call men 
out of the world, but sends them 
out into the world.” 

The main weakness of the Lu¬ 
theran church today is often 
thought of as passivity, he men¬ 



B'thop Andi«s Nygren 

tioned. Through the centuries 
since the Reformation, the con¬ 
stant growth of secularism has di¬ 
vided the church and caused this 
passivity. But Luther’s theology 
js anything but passive in nature. 
The goal of Luther was. and is, 
"to shape humpn life in accord 
with God’s plan,” he concluded. 









Dear Diary, 

Well, dear diary, it’s finally happened — 

I mean that I am leaving Valpo. I wish 
that I could say that I am graduating with 
a diploma but that isn’t true and if I said 
it it would be a lit* and lying is a sin. No, 
my father is taking me out for the good of 
my immortal soul and for this I am very 
gratt'ful to him as hr is a saint — in the 
protestant sense. There arc two reasons 
why my father is removing me from Valpo 
and both have to do with my soul but one 
reason is because of Valpo and its sinful¬ 
ness and the other reason is because I and 
my father have a call from the Lord like 
Paul and a lot of other people in the Bible. 
I’ll tell about the first reason first as it’s 
hard for me to talk about because it causes 
me a lot of pain and prayer. 

My father says that the things Valpo 
makes you do here so that you ran gradu¬ 
ate arc bad and are the working of the 
Devil and all his band plain as day. 1 have 
to say that I agree with him because even 
though I am innocent and “worketh to put 
away evil'’ as the Bible says, I have seen 
the Devil at Valpo. In fact, everywhere 
I look I see the Devil and I think he fol¬ 
lows me around. I say “get thee behind me 
Satan” about fifty times a day but it doesn't 
do any good. My father saw the Devil 
at work in the graduation requirements 
that say you have to study science that 
teaches evolution and other evil things like: 
reproduction which aren’t fit for an inno¬ 
cent young girl’s ears. You have to take 
gym courses in which pure girls arc forced 
to dress indecently in gym outfits and 
cause men to lust after them. You have 
to take religion courses which would be 
wonderful if they taught the true religion 
but the religion teachers hire are Roman- 
izers and fuzzy-headed liberals who try to 
confuse you and turn you from the True 
Light. And then they make von read dirty 
plays with swearing like Death of a Sales¬ 
man. All of the departments make you 
read dirty plays and books. And the li¬ 
brary has books by Catholics and Commu¬ 
nists that you can’t help seeing when you 
go in there. For all these things and a lot 
of others that are too bad to write in print, 
even in a diary, my father is taking me 
from this den of iniquity. 

I said before* that we have a call from 
God and I want to tell you about it. To 


start at the bcginnitiir. My father U a 
member of the John Birch Society and lie 
had always thought that he would make 
hunting Communists his Life Work. He’s 
done real well, too. because now he knows 
that all the people who run Valpo are 
Communists and also a lot of other people 
like Albert Schweitzer and Norman Vin¬ 
cent Peale (I was sorry to hear about him) 
and Ogden Nash. It’s just terrible dear 
diary. Well anyway, last month he got 
this call from Heaven .md the voice said 
“Wilfred, Wilfred, go to Africa, go to Afri¬ 
ca and take Susan with you.” So we are 
going to Afrirn as missionaries to the black 
people. My father sa>s that the black 
man must be kept down — he’s not meant 
to rule, the white man is. and the sooner 
he finds out this tmth the better for his 
soul. So we are going to Africa to save 
the Rlaek Man’s soul. We will tell him that 
he shouldn’t rise up and rule himself be¬ 
cause if God wanted him to do this He 
would havo made him white. My father 
wants to keep the black men in their place 
and he says that they will be happier this 
way. The Union of South Africa is the 
place where they have the right idea. The 
white man rules and the black man stays in 
his place and everyone is very happy and 
there is no trouble there. This is going to 
be our great missionary journey and maybe 
we’ll be as famous as Paul. When we’re 
finished in Africa we’re coming baik to 
the United States and be missionaries here 
too and maybe we can stop all of these 
evil sit-down strikes and things there. My 
father says that the world must remain 
safe and sane for a white man to live in 
it and then we’ll please the Lord. 

A secret. My father is going to he Presi¬ 
dent of Valpo in ten years ami in twenty 
years he will be president of the United 
States. Isn’t that wonderful dear diary! 
Then the world will be safe for Christians 
to live in it and all the rest of the people 
who are wicked will bo put in prisons. The 
first thing rny father will do is to build 500 
prisons for all those who don’t agree with 
him because be is a man of God. 

Good night dear diary. My father is 
writing a serial for the Confessional Lu¬ 
theran about our African adventures and 
I’ll be sure to keep \ou informed. 

Love, 

Susan W. 



Summer, 1961 
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Letter to the Editor 


Dear Editor: 

1 hope that now that yoti have opened up for discussion Dr. 
Krekrler’s review of the book edited by I)r. Zimmerman you 
will allow me to comment on Dr. Zimmerman’s recent lettrr. 

It seems to me that far from having answered Dr. Krekelcr’s 
criticisms, the very arguments Dr. Zimmerman uses only confirm 
Dr. Krekeier’s views. My main purpose is to point out an 
unnecessary and unwarranted confusion introduced into the 
argument by use of “theory” in a double sense, both denoting a 
body of fact on which the theory, properly speaking, of evolution 
is based, and the mechanisms in question. Before, however, 
going into this, I should like to deal very briefly with some 
of the theological arguments put forward. 

Dr. Zimmerman quite rightly points out that Dr. Krekeler’s 
position is contrary to the views expn^sed in the Brief Statement 
and, possibly, to some of tfic resolutions of the San Francsico 
Convention. Rut sunny both the iJricf statement and the" resolu¬ 
tions of the San Francisco Convention are open to discussion 
and we cannot use thrsc documents as infallible sources of doc¬ 
trine on the same level with Scripture, or even the Confessions. 
Dr. Zimmerman, in referring to the Confessions, is indeed care¬ 
ful enough to point out that they do not deal with evolution 
as surh. Nevertheless, he tries to show that the Formula of 
Concord and the Smalcald Articles implicitly condemn the 
scientific theory of evolution. 1 think, this is clearly an in- 
admissable argument. We cannot put thoughts that could not 
have occurred to people who lived three or four hundred years 
ago into iheir minds. The Confessional documents are con¬ 
cerned with the theological d<*ctrinc of creation and of original 
sin. Naturally they quote Scripture to establish a theologic.il 
point but to use them in the present context would be to stretch 
a point too far. 

I think it is also very instructive how Dr. Zimmerman not 
onlv sets the official documents of the Missouri Synod on the 
level of Scripture, but, in a way, it seems, also his own views and 
those of his colleagues. For instance, to his mind tin- f.u t ih n 
certain Old Testament passages arc quoted in the Mew Testa 
merit implies (hat these passages nave a historical or. what he 
~r7T rrs lo call, a lilernl meaning. Hr asKmP^TJTIFSTtOTn "IV.B 
" ’ I’auT wrong in his literal interpretation of Genesis 2:21-23: 
1-?" It doesn’t occur to him that thr question need not be asked 
at all since all that the Apostle dors is to bring out the true 
theological meaning of these O.T. passages regardless of their 
literal, allegorical, historical, or what have you, character. 

Dr. Zimmerman quotes Dr, Surburg in saying that “many 
Roman Catholic and Protestant scholars, while rejecting the basic 
assumptions of atheistic evolution, nevertheless arc willing to 
accept the theory of the origin of man as set forth by atheistic 
evolutionists.” He goes on to say that these scholars regard the 
Genesis account as an inspired and theologically true account. 
One could fairly conclude that many orthodox Clmeun'i find it 
not inconsistent with their theoligicaf beliefs to adopt now cur¬ 
rent scientific views. However, Dr. Zimmerman rejects this pos¬ 
sibility. It should be clear from the foregoing that here we 
have an issue on which honest, devout, Christians do disagree, 
ami that for some the rejection of scientific com lusions regarding 
evolution is not a necessity; it is equally important to realize 
that certain conclusions from Scripture depend on assumptions, 
made by the interpreter, which cannot be validated from Scrip¬ 
ture itself. 

Thr main point, however, I should like to discuss is Dr. 
Zimmerman's answer to Dr. Krckrlrr’s charge that “half-truths 
are spoken” in the book under review, and that “quotations are 
taken from th< context of books that present the- contrary 
views" and that thiTc has been misrepresentation. Unfortunately, 
Dr. Zimmerman's reply furnishes another proof of these 
charges. I am sure he does this unintentionally hut at least this 
iln. dd i.arU .rio tis douli: . i>u his method of debatingT 

In replying to Dr. Knkeler, Dr. Zimmerman mentions two 
issues. One is the question of paralM mutations. The other 
is the question, whether even all scientists agree on evolution. 
!x*t me take up tb second first. To prove hut point he quotes 
from an article by Dr. Everett C. Olson published in Evolution 
After Darwin, Vol. 1, University of Chicago Press, 1960. As 
quoted by Dr. Zimmerman one indeed gets the impression that 
Dr. Olson says there arc many scientists who question the 


theory of evolution. In the same chapter front which Dr. 
Zimmerman quotes, Dr. Olson states (p. 526): “Organic evolu¬ 
tion can he defined simply and loosely as the changes in orga¬ 
nisms through successive generations in time. Then it can 
hardly be questioned, that within our understanding of earth 
and its life, evolution has occurred. In this sense it must be 
considered reality." Olson also states on the same page that 
“the existence' of a variety of interpolations has led to mis¬ 
understandings among biologists, and even to conclusions among 
non-biologists, that then* arc manv students of organisms who 
seriously question the theory of evolution. Somehow mechanism 
and process seem to have become confused. Organic evolution 
— the process of orderly change of successive generations through 
time does occur and apparently has occurred for the total 
period of life on earth. There ran be many theories of how 
(italics in the original) it occurred, each of which may explain 
part of all that has been observed, and these throries mav br in 
complete conflict without invalidating the basic fact of evolution.” 
I think anybody who reads Dr. Zimmerman's quotation will 
agree that the impression one gets from it is indeed quite dif¬ 
ferent from that which one would obtain if one considered Dr. 
Olson's statement in its broader context. Clearly the point 
is this: when Dr. Zimmerman and his colleagues question 
evolution they wish to maintain 6-day erration. What some 
scientists worry about is this: how, by what mechanism, did 
evolution, that is the gradual emerging of various species, over 
millions of years, take place. It will not do to confurc the two 
problems. 

The second issue concerns parallel mutations. Interested 
readers should look up the book and Dr Krekeler’s criticism.. 
Here I should only like to point out that Dr. Zimmerman merely 
reasserts what Dr. Krekeler has criticized on the ground that 
parallel mutations are usually considered by biologists as evi¬ 
dence for descent from a common ancestor. In fart, in the 
rase of the ruby-eyed Drosophila discussed in the review and 
in the reply to the review, 1 doubt whether wen Dr. Zimmerman 
and Dr. Klotz. would question the fact that the two Drosophila 
species did indeed have a common ancestor. It is difficult to 
see why Dr. Zimmerman has to make the obvious and irrelevant 
statement that albino human, albino deer, albino rat need 
not have had a common ancestor. 

Dr. Zimmerman and his colleagues arr willing to admit that 
some changes have occurred, that species arc not fixed; they 
arr even willing to allow for changes within the biblical “kinds”; 
vet, they fail to see that the superjxisition of these variations 
results in something that is undistinguishablc from the biologist's 
evolution. 

The last paragraph of Dr. Zimmerman’s letter further con¬ 
fuses the issue by bringing in what he rails scientism and 
materialism and the question of miracles. Evolution deals with 
the working of the laws of nature, while miracles aro outside 
the laws of nature and arc direct manifestations of the power of 
God. It is unfortunate that he tries to create the impression 
that those vsho accept evolution as a scientific view cannot be¬ 
lieve in miracles either. Reading of G. S. Lewis’ book on 
miracles would clear up some of the difficulties Dr. Zimmer¬ 
man has in this respect. 

In conclusion I should like to end with a plea for an objective 
and charitable disrussion of the problem arising out of tensions 
between science and religion. 

Personally, I think that the book edited by Dr. Zimmerman 
has many valuable features, particularly those sections that deal 
with the unjustified extensions of the biological theory of evolu¬ 
tion to moral, social, religious problems. Indeed, these prob¬ 
lems deserve further careful discussion. If the issues ar-' theo¬ 
logical, they should be argued theologically; if they are scientific 
they have to be thrashed out in the way scientific disputes un¬ 
settled. We rannot mix these two arguments, and we certainly 
cannot hope to settle cither theology or science by appealing to 
emotions rather than to facts of revelation or of nature. 

John Grrgely, M.I)., Ph.D. 

Massachusetts General Flospital and 
Harvard Medical School. 

Boston, Massachusetts 
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7:ic. v, o h 'z l'.-or; no official coricluclon to the debits v/hicli tro hnvo been 
completin'; vith ')rs. iiirane>*n. n n . Klmtz, u* hrr. ti»c:*c been a.r.y kind of an 
offici; 1 decision concerning t.rj issuer. ..... voci, *nd I cu. p.. o 4 ., :r.o never, that 
there will not be such nywhrie Ir. the no- i* future. 

"i-ose of us directly involved in the do be te in ir. o Cresset, and other 
in to res tor. prrtics, have act never 1 titles ir. the ir.st year te discuss the 
issues n Intelligently mid openly as possible. 1 think 1 p»f fr.lr to s;y th; t 
v:o have reached ;».n impasse. I doubt th: t we shall be able to convince them ol* 
t'.v. v'diuity of our position and I don't . nticipoto their being hie to prove 
to i.ic that it Is Invalid. It has br^r. mdc perfectly clear to nil who have 
born involved, however, th; t zoi to of us ; re of Uie conviction . nd arc willing 
to fight for it that there i~ position oner; to Lutheran Svisllnns other t:. r. 
t!s t which lms been Advocated by Drs. ilicrtcrmun ind Klantss, nd which fcno vhatevc 
rfici : r,t tus the Bzlof St te: • t cur. impart .o 
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BISHOP LILJE NAMED SEMINARY VISITING PROFESSOR 



kns 

B kiioi* Johannes Lilje oT Hannover, chairman of the 
United Hvangelicnl Lutheran Church in Germany 
(VKLKD), will serve as the Harry Emerson Fosdie k 
Visiting Professor at Union Theologieal Seminary in 
Now York (lily for mu*srimsliT sliolitip Loimirv 1 ( HA). 

A former president of the Lutheran World Federa¬ 
tion ami a iiiemlter of the World Couneil of C.hurelieC 
(Central Committee, Bishop Lilje has headed lh»*. 
llannover regional church sine** I*>17. 

During World War II he was charged hy the Nazis 
with high treason for expressing his Christian eonvie* 
lions and remained in prison under sentence of death 
for eight months until his liberation hy Ameriean 
forces in IWo. lie had come into eonllict willi tin* Hiller 
regime as early as Id.'t't while serving as general M*cre- 
lary of the Student Christian Movement in Germain. 
In 19.'15 he was appointed general secretary of the 
Lutheran World Convention. 

I As Fosdiek professor at Union Seminary, Bishop 
Lilje will visit other seminaries and eduealional insti¬ 
tutions throughout the United Stales. The professorship 
was established in I'.fcT'l hy a gift from John D. Rocke¬ 
feller III l<» honor Dr. Fosdiek. minister emeritus of 
New York's Riverside Clmreh. 
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LORD TEACH US TO PRAY 

"Pious Roman Catholics pray the entire 
Psalter once a week, Anglicans once a 
tnonth, Lutherans almost never." 

^ Why? 

• In public worship we tolerate the 
psalms. The synodical hymnal includes 
about one third of them. The Sunday in- 
troit and gradual preserve a snatch of 
them. In Walther League "vespers" we fre¬ 
quently recite one. Some of our favorite 
hymns are metrical retranslations of 
psalms, e g , "A Mighty Fortress," Psalm 
46. 

But in private worship the Psalter is 
largely a closed book - and perhaps in 
public worship, too, except that public 
forms take longer to change. Is the re¬ 
duction of a whole psalm to one or two 
verses in the introit and gradual perhaps 
not our admitting that even in public 
worship the psalm is meaningless? 

A common epigram calls to our at¬ 
tention that if you open your printed 
Bible right in the center you land in the 
Psalter. Although this point is a book- 
hr Jr r's accident, it can alert us to the 
c : ‘v of the Psalter in another matter. 

a ' : ■ i: he ono book of the scrip¬ 


tures which — akes no bones about being 
the words of men. While other Biblical 
literature is God's Word to men, the 
Psalter constitutes *m6n' s w ords back t o 
God~~Whereas the other B’blical literature 
is intent on > revealing to man how God 
feels about man, the Psalter e xpresses to 
God ho w man fee[s a bout God. The 
verb "Teel TTpurposeTy chosen here, for 
what we would call the Psalmist's psy¬ 
chic state and mental attitudes, his aches 
and pains, his pleasures and problems, 
his boredom and anger, his impatience 
and his envy - in short, all that we nor¬ 
mally include when we ask, "How do 
you feel?" - all these are openly and un¬ 
abashedly poured out in the texts of the 
Psalms. 

But in the Psalter these feelings are 
not poured out to the counselor or to the 
dear friend. Instead they are all poured') 
out to God. So the Psalter is a prayer- 
book, a collection of prayers which^eems 
to have had only one limiting factor; Is 
it human? Are these prayers an expres¬ 
sion of what men experience? Is this ac¬ 
tually the way men "feel"? And not 
merely the pious man's experience is 
found in these prayers, but the experi- 
ence of jjh e impiou s, too. It is not as 
thoughTTfie Psalm collector solicited pray¬ 
ers of unbelievers to get a well-rounded 
collection, but the pious man of God him¬ 
self finds within him all the experience 
of the impious man, too. The very fact 
that the Psalmist can pour out his impiety 
to God is evidence of how he really feels 
about God, for without previous experi¬ 
ence of God's favorable attitude toward 
him, the Psalmist would not dare to ad¬ 
mit to God his unfaifh and the vast varie¬ 
ty of times and pieces wherein he gave 
vent to that unfaith. 

The Psalter is also the Word of God 
in a way that many other Biblical books 
are not, at least not quite. For the Psalter 
be comes the Word of God Tn that Gcd 
ac cepts the se prayers and takes them to 
Himself, ta kes them to Tje arTandTHere ByT 
t hey^ become God's prop erty. But then 
God tqrns around ’and gives them back 
to us. through His mysterious workings 
God saw to it that the Psalter got into the 
Old Testament. No one has yet discovered 
even shreds of important evidence to in¬ 


dicate now ♦nis deve'oprrer/ y 

happened. What "chances" (read; "grace* 
of God") in history were responsible for 
the preservation of individual prayers, 
and the scrolls of collected prayers, and 
the "good memory" of some Israelite? 
What "synodical committee finally de¬ 
cided to include this alien collection of 
words of men in a canon otherwise de¬ 
voted exclusively to the Word of God? 

Not only has God seen to it that the 
Psalter got into the Old Testament, but 
that the Old Testament got into the col¬ 
lected Christian scriptures (no small mir¬ 
acle itself), and finally that the scriptures 
of the Old and New Testament finally got 
down to us who live in these last days. St. 
Paul seems to have this "gracious transmis¬ 
sion" of the Old Testament in mind when 
he says that "these things were written 
for our learning." The original prayer of 
a particular Psalm may have meant an 
infinite variety of things in the mind and 
mouth of the originator, and how his 
"inspiration" transpired is beyond our 
view; but God had it put down on parch¬ 
ment, not for the oric nal author's sake, 
but for our sake. 

God has given the Psalter back to men, 
not back to the original authors, but back 
to us; and he says in effect: "Here is a 
collection of prayers which I have accept¬ 
ed. You go ahe3d and pray them. They 
are acceptable prayers. They fairly well 
run the gamut of everything you will 
'feel' - good, bad, and impassive - if 
you, too, are still human. In fact, these 
prayers may well reveal to you for the 
first time some of the things that you do 
indeed feel even though you are una¬ 
ware of it. You may be prone to read 
through one of the psalms and espond 
that it says nothing about you at all. This 
can be an honest reaction, al’hough it 
may actually be telling you more about 
yourself than about the irrelevance of 
the prayer. For do you really know what 
you ought to be praying for? Do you 
really know what your genuine needs 
are? Unless you have progressed beyond 
the first twelve Christians, you, too, most 
likely need to be taught tc pray 'Lord 
teach us »o pray' is not only the first 
prayer the twelve disciples piayed, but 
is quite likely your first prayer, too, it 
you are a disciple." 


i ’ i Lutheran - 

Church 

Careers, 

Topic 

MILWAUKEE — Church Careers 
will be the topic at the»Lutheran 
Campus council banquet on Sun- 
da v, April 1. The Lenten banquet 
will be followed by a Tenebrae 
vesper at Trinity church, N. 9th 
and Highland. 

The evening will begin with a 
fellowship at 4:45 p.m., with the 
banquet at 5:30 and the Tenebrae 
vesper at 8:30 p.m. 

Rev. Edward H. Schroeder of the 
religion department at Valparaiso 
university, Valparaiso, Lnd.. will be 
the guest speaker at the banquet. 



REV. SCHROEDER 

! - f pio will be “The Christian’s 

Lit: as Catling.” 









A scone from "Black Nativity" depicting the Magi presenting their gifts to the Christ-child, 
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Intriguing 'Black Nativity 9 Expresses 
Enthusiastic Religious Experience 


By Rich Hartman 

The religious music of Christmas takes mai y different forms. From the Carolers on the 
street to the Church Choir singing Handel’s ‘‘Ha ’elujah Chorus"; we are familiar with most cf 
them. 

Another less familiar kind of 
Christmas music—that of the Ne¬ 
gro Gospel songs—was presented 
last Sunday in the Black Nativity 
play at the Memorial Chapel. 

The New York (off-Broadwayi 
production drew a less-than-full 
nouse but this can be blamed, at 
least partly, on the weather. 

Those who did brave the storm 
saw a fine presentation—though 
one that was admitttedly unusual 
at Valpo. Negro Gospel music at 
times more resembles rock and 
roll than the church music we are 
used to. 

The all-Negro cast consisted 
mainly of the singers. Marion Will¬ 
iams and the Stars of Faith, Pro¬ 
fessor Alex Bradford and the Brad¬ 
ford singers, and Princess Slew- 
art. 

The song-play, written by Lang¬ 
ston Hughes, was continuous bn* 


Rhythm Moves 

The singers' voices were not ex¬ 
ceptionally beautiful, but in Gos¬ 
pel singing it is more important to 
have a good sense of rhythm- 
something both the Stars of Faith 
and the Bradford Singers had. 

The Bradford Singers in one of 
their numbers explained the rea¬ 
son for what seems to some people 
an irreverent quality in Negro 
gospel songs: "To me religion is 
a joyful thing and I'm going to 
shout about it." 


was divided into two main parts. 

Good Tidings 

The first part told the Christmas 
Story with songs and narration 
from the book of Luke. T s .e nlex 
of Joseph and the Virgin Mary 
were acted out in a ballet-like 
modern dance. 

The songs ranged from gospel 
versions of traditional Christmas 
music like "Joy to the World" 
and "Tell it on the Mountain" to 
less familiar ones like the rousing 
"Christ is Born." 

The second half of the program 
gave !he story of salvation as pre¬ 
sented in a modern-day gospel 
church. The Stars of Faith and 
the Bradford Singers took turns in 
singing of their faith through Ne¬ 
gro Gospel songs. 

Princess S*owart sang an esDe- 
cially moving version of "His Will 
Must be Done." 
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Churchwarming 

It was with some fear and great anticipation that we attend- I 
ed "Black Nativity” last Sunday evening in the Chapel. . 0 , 

The simple facts that the production was written by a world | 
reirowned poet, had received excellent critical praise from New 
York critics, and had chosen Valparaiso's campus as its only per¬ 
formance outside New York City should have drawn the entire 
student body to the service. Unfortunately, these incidental qual¬ 
ifications have little effect on student taste and opinion. 

We use the word "service" in the paragraph above deliber¬ 
ately. For what the cast of "Black Nativity” presented was , i n 
i ts eve ry aspec t, a worship service, an opportunity to share in 
the religious life and experience of one of the major and vital 
segments of Christianity in America. 

For us, it seemed a breakthrough. The fact that many forms 
of human culture, especially religious culture, can both sanctify' 
and be sanctified by the place in which they appear tie., the 
Chapel) is in keeping with much of the theological thought on our 
campus. But the thought has yet to be put into widespread prac¬ 
tice. Sunday was an instance of just such practice. And it was 
a warm and enriching experience. 

We wish to express our gratitude to the cast of ‘ Black Nativ¬ 
ity" and to the people who brought this worship service in word 
and song to our Chapel. May this be the first of many such 
services of spiritual and cultural edification. 
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(Government Prof 
Dastur a Native 
Of Bombay, India 

Dr. Aloo Jchanbuz Dastur. vis- 
ling professor in the department 
»f government, adds a rather dis- 
inctive accent to our university 
•ommunity 

Dr. Dastur is a charming wo* 
nan who has spent most of her 
ifc in her native city Bombay, 
'ndla She was an undergraduate 
md a graduate student at the 
Jniversity of Bombay where she 
ookf her Ph.D. in sociology. 

She is a member of the Indian 
Political Science association and 
ui.s published several essays in 
.he journal put out by this group, 
since she has come to the US. 
ihe has joined the Association fur 
\sian Studies and intends to bo 
•ctive in this organization during 
ier tenure here. 

In many respects Dr. D;cturs 
>ackground is unusual and pro- 
/ocative to our often provincial 
•ainpus. After graduating from- 
ugh school she took part in the 
ndiun nationalist movement- 
vhich culm>nated in the forma- 
ion of a republic modeled on the 
British parliinentary government. 
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Her faith is in 
a prominent cult 
in Bombay 
called! the Zoro- 
astrians. This is 
an ancient reli- 
gian named af¬ 
ter Zoroaster, a 
prophet of an¬ 
cient Persian 
civilization. The 
hr. Daniur religion is based 
on simple nature worship with 
fire as the important symbol of 
purification. 





A Fulbright-Whitncy scholar 
sent Dr. Da c tur on her first trip 
to "the New World" this year 
Two years previously she and 
four other Indian students toured 
Yugoslavia studying the economic 
and political system there. 

Dr. Dastur was offered the scho¬ 
larship before this year, but she 
preferred to wait until she could 
view the activity of an election 
year. She lectured in the fall 
semester at the University of West 
Virginia and there witnessed her 
first snowfall. 

Although she didn't know until 
late in December that she would 
be coming to Valpo, she is inter¬ 
ested in the prospects which a pri¬ 
vate university can offer. Dr. 
Dastur is an interesting and 
fluent woman; an excellent selec¬ 
tion for our first Fulbright lec¬ 
turer. 


c a m p u s c o m m e n t a r 


MAY, 1961 


• Meanwhile, we are presenting some summer pro¬ 
grams which we hope will attract many Lutherans. 
On August 11-18, 1961, we are offering a scries of 
lectures hy l)t Otto A. Piper, famous New Testament 
scholar of Princeton Theological Srminaiy, umler 
the general title, "Human Life in Biblical Sight.” 
Some of us who are older recall that l)r. Piper lec¬ 
tio ed before the general Visitors Conference some 
years ago and made a profound impression upon those 
who heard him. 

VU Consultant 

pie Lutheran , Dr . John ^ (or . 

Layman mer president of Nhihlenbenj 

Apri}., 1962 College. Allentown. Pa!^"nnT"ns- 
* sumeo duties as visiting profes-. 

sor of education and consultant 
I to the president at Valparaiso 
University. He Is primarily con¬ 
cerned with teacher education 
and development of • graduate 
program at VU, 
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July 20, 1961 


Dost* 

Your letter of July 12 reached this office today and I hasten 
to answer because the contents of your letter disturb me. 

May 'l mention the following, subject to yoi'r further inquiry, 
aif necessary, investigation; 

a. The publication "News and Vievrs" is not an official 
publication of our Synod. In fact it ia not even edited nor 
written by a Lutheran, but rather by a professional promoter, 
a Mr. Bunche, who is affiliated with the Bapitict church. 

b. lie find that nearly every one of the matters pointed 
out as being "in er^or" or "contrary to the teachings of our 
church^are tqkcn out of context, which as you well know, is 

a dangerous thing, a falsification, and a means of proving 
moot anything. Such quotations taken out of context were ap¬ 
plied principally againct Valparaiso Uni verrity. 

c. The issue of "Hews and Vicv r s" to which you refer was 
reviewed and studied by officials of cur Synod who found a 
total of 503 direct accusations against nearly everybody and 
every institution and agency within our Synod. Would you put 
any stock in such this blanket accusation? 

finally, Mr. , if you. and the members of your church, 

your pastor, or officials cf your congregation are disturbed 
about a negative report cn Valpo, yes ever possibly (its Pres¬ 
ident, Dr. Krotr.mann, I would suggest that you go directly to 
him through correspondence. This is alec scriptural., according 
to Matthew 13. I know that you will receive the personal assur¬ 
ance that Valpo is not subject to such vicious attacks as have 
been perpetrated against it by certain, individuals. 

Ask yourself this question; would the President and the four 
Vice Presidents of cur S^mod, the Presidents of our two 


University 


’■// we wish to attract more of our young people who seek training for the legal pro¬ 
fession to Valparaiso, it is imperative that we remedy the jrre.vent situation and 
provide adeiptate facilities" l)r. J. W. Behnken 









seminaries, and the chaimen on Synod’s Qomttee on Doctrine, 
as well as alT the 32 District Presidents end others endorse 
this, campaign if Valpo war as won" as "News and Views" would 
have its readers hoi ? eve? 

Let us rather build than destroy. Let v.z pray rather than 
condemn. Please present these t. oughts to your congregation 
and for the sahe of our only Lutheran lav; School in America 
asV fu3J participation in the program. 


WFF/sg 

Enclosure 


Ngr 4 T II K TOUCH March 22, 196? ) 

\ Modest Reply 

After receiving through the mails several expressions of concern about 
kr presentation of Langston Hughes’ “Mack Nativity” on Valpo's campus, 

• < welcome Pastor Schulze to our editorial page and thank him for the 
Mloiving intelligent reply. 

Concerning the presentation of Black Nativity on the earn- i 
l>tis of Valparaiso University 

A number of Lutheran friends have made inquiry about 
On- production on the Valparaiso campus of the Christmas play, 
L||urk Nativity. Since I was one of the sponsors of it. I shall 
^ to explain to our friends who have inquired about the play 
That I know about it and its author. 

The purpose of presenting Black Nativity on the campus was 
(ml that of a worship service, although the play had as its 
wliject matter the story of the Nativity, just as Bach's St. 
Matthew Passion or Handel’s Messiah have religious themes. 

I In* presentation of Black Nativity, however, as the present u- 
iMl of Handel’s and Bach’s masterpieces by some civic group, 
kfl a cultural and aesthetic and for that reason educational 
impose. It was not our intention in the presentation of Black 
Nativity to present a service of worship as such. 

After the production of the play, about seventy-five persons 
tmne together to greet the members of the cast and to chat 

• till them. Being there myself, I was able to hear the expres- 
ki-ns of many as they talked with the players. And since it was 
liiown that 1 had some part in bringing Black Nativity to the 
Nmpus, many of those who saw the play voluntarily gave me 
Mmi personal reaction to it. 


Moct cordially. 



Spontaneous Expressions 

Among those who wore there to greet the players were 
Valparaiso students, faculty members, members of the adminis¬ 
tration, pastors from surrounding towns, as well as Valparaiso 
townsfolk. These arc some of the voluntary, spontaneous ex¬ 
pressions of those who witnessed the play: 

"I was touched by it more than by any of the Christmas 
services I attended this year.” 

“When, at the finale of Black Nativity, the whole group of 
singers and players knelt in adoration of the Christchild, the 
solemnity of the scene sent a cold chill up and down my ' 
spine.” 

“Nothing in my Christmas observance impressed me as 
much as tins did.” 

“I was moved by many of the songs, so that I wanted to 
sing out in chorus with them.” 

“I was impressed by the sincere reverance of all the players 
and singers.” ■> 

"It was a never-to-be-forgotten experience.” 

“It was the best program that has ever been produced on 
on the campus.” 

Tliis is the unsolicited reaction of the local Ministerial As¬ 
sociation: “The Valparaiso Ministerial Association wishes to 
express its appreciation to you and your organization for bring¬ 
ing to our city the recent production of Black Nativity. The 
men of our Association who saw it were very much impressed. 
Thank you for this fine contribution to the improvement of 
human relations.” 

The Valparaiso student publication, the Torch, said edi¬ 
torially: “It was a warm and rich experience. We wish to ex-i 
press our gratitude to the cast of Black Nativity and to the. 
people who brought this ... to our chapel. May this be the 
first of many such services of spiritual and cultural edification.” 
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THE ST. LOUIS LUTHERAN 


tivily is always a relevant oxpres- 
Jsion of those principles which - 
called it into being." 


12/5/61 

fomts (^Intrr-Tli'miTrrfff 


_ • . '] . 

T TT> 1 IT •"!! 1 l.thc life of the Lutheran churches, 

JLWr s Mole '-dike a Lniircn|™ , ^v n “ ,,l, . y ' iu ;' s '; ,,n ^ 

|questioned as to whether its ac- 

German Theologian Says 

The ultimate destiny of the Lutheran World Federa¬ 
tion is lo unite Lutheran, churches everywhere in an ec¬ 
clesiastical fellowship and to become “an organ of the one 
globe-circl ing Lutheran C hurch, ” a leading (.'ernum theo¬ 
logian iias declared. I In ono of comments on; 

It is an eeclesiologieal anom- Brunner's article published^ 

oly, that the common organize- j n the same issue, another jfnem- 
tion of churches which confess the w , hf the Commission on ThC* 
same doctrinal basis should he 0 y 0f ^. p rof< Repin Pronter of the 
merely "a free association" of university of Aarhus, Denmark, 
bodies thpt do not even accord ' eX p rPss c(j agreement that "it bo- 
pulpit and altar fellowship to each comcs intolerable when Lutheran 
other, Prof. Peter Brunner of churches of the same confessional 
the .University of Heidelberg as-! stand (lo nol havc full church 
sorted. | fellowship." 

He said that although it is so 1 _ . , , ,, , ... „ 

. ... f. But, he argued, if eurch fellow- 

defined in its constitution, never-; ' . 

... . ... i ship requires manifestation in a 

theless because of its "binding! A , ... _, 

, . .. central organization, a new and 

doctrinal basis — also in the ** . ,. . . . ._ 

... .. . . .. ... separate organ should be develop- 

constilution — the federation “is * , • “ ... .J" 

.... . . __i ed for that purpose while the 

constantly having to act as m __ . ... 

- 1 £ —»--p*——-r—j—r LWF should be continued as a 

church . . . and . . . make deci-: ... . .. . 

:- . . . .. .. "free association of autonomous 

sions which he within the scope 


doctrinal dcci- 


churehes.” 


'I should like to warn as ve- 


of ecclesiatical 
sions." 

,, „, . . . .. hemently as possible," Dr. Prenter 

Moreover, ' developments in the ........ , . , 

. , .. ,, . .. . said, “against the remodeling of 

federation itself show that therei . ’ , .. , 

, . . the federation in the direction of 

arc internal reasons why it must ....... ... 

. .. . a united church or a preliminary 

grow beyond itself," according to ... . 

Dr. Brunner, who is a member 1 a ‘ St * erc 0 


World Church Council 

Elects Centro- ?cnei 


By Associated Pres* 

NEW DELHI. INDIA.—The World Council of Churches elected 
Monday « 100-member central committee tn guide the organization 
until the next general assembly six years hence. 

The membership includes the 


of the LWF Commission on The¬ 
ology. 'The essential tasks which 
the world federation has set for 
itself by their very nature de¬ 
mand the action of a church." 

The Heidelberg professor of sys¬ 
tematic theology expressed his 
views on the federation as "an 


The chairman of the commis¬ 
sion, Prof. Ernest Kinder of the 
I University of Munster, Germany, 
also advised against "speaking of 
a ‘globe-circling church’ and of 
the LWF as its official organ." 

He said that, "even though our 
goal actually is to work toward 


Protestant Episcopal Church; 
the Rev. Dr. F redrik A. Schiotz 
of Minneapolis? T he American 
Lutheran Church ; Bishop Roy H? 
Short of Nashville, Methodist 
Church; the Rev. Dr. Kunnum- 
purath Mathew Simon of Hack¬ 
ensack, N. J., Syraian Orthodox 
Patriarchate of Antioch and all 
Church of Christ; Bishop Fran- i the West, 
cis G. Ensley of Des Moines, 

Methodist Church: the Rev. Dr, 

Franklin Clark Fry of New 
-Rochelle. N. Y./ Uniled Luther- 
an Church; the Rev. Dr. Joseph 


following from the United States 
The Rev. Dr. Norman J. 
Baugber of Elgin. Ill., Church 
of the Brethren, United States 
of America; the Rev. Dr. Eu¬ 
gene CarSon Blake of Philadel¬ 
phia. United Presbyterian 
Church; the Rev. Dr. Alford 
Carlcton of Boston, United 


Bishop B. Julian Smith of 
Chicago. Christian Methodist 
Episcopal Church; the Rev. Dr. 
John Coventry Smith of New 
York. United Presbyterian 


, , , . , „ . i church fellowship between all I.u- 1 

eeclesiologieal problem" in an . . 1 .. .* 

[ the ran churches, and even though 

the LWF serves this end, it should 
not he expressed in terms such 


j H. Jackson of Chicago. National Chur ^, ; Mrs . Sadie Tillman of 


article appearing in the LWF 
quarterly Lutheran World. 

The federation, he stated, "can 
only develop forward spiritually 
in the direction of a genuine 
church which is composed of 
members and spans the globe;" 

Not a Vatican 

He explained, however, that 
what he contemplated would not 
be "a Vatican church” and he was 
not even advocating that, LWF 
‘member churches "must merge 


as this, because they easily con¬ 
jure up misleading conceptions of 
some kind of organizational super- 
church." 

Several other contributors ot 
comments expressed similar opin¬ 
ions, among them Dr. Paul C. 
Empic, executive director of the 
National Lutheran Council of the 
United States, and l>r. Edmund 
Schlink, director of the Ecunien- 


inlo one single entity. Of this,- j ca f institute of the University of 
Iliere can and should be no talk," Heidelberg. 

Professor Brunner stressed. in an introduction to the series 

He emphasized that "the one 0 f writings on the nature of the 
thing which fundamentally con- LWF, the Rov. Kurt Schmidt- j 
cerns me is that churches which dauson, acting executive secre- 
mutually acknowledge that they 1 tary of tho federation, explained 1 
have the same confessional obli- that they were cont ributions to 
! gation should not refuse one a sludy ' ordered by the 1957' 
another pulpit and altar fellow- Assembly in Minneapolis, 
ship but should rather make a FurthennorC( hl . ^d, » a com- 
point of extending it o one | p^^iy^y young institution such! 
I another. ( as federation which is en-j 

trusted with far-reaching and re-j 
* sponsible tasks in many areas of 


Baptist Convention 

Archbishop John of San Fran¬ 
cisco. Russian Orthodox Greek 
Catholic Church of North Amer¬ 
ica: Miss Frances H. Kapitzky 
of Strasburg, Ohio, United 
Church of Christ: Bishop Arthur 
Lichtenberger of New York, 
Protestant Episcopal Church; 
Bishop James K. Mathews of 
Boston. Methodist Church; the j 
Rev. Dr. James A. Millard of r 
Atlanta, Presbyterian Church in 
United States; J. Irwin Milldr of 
Columbus, Ind., International 
Convention of Christian Churches 
(Disciples of Christ). 

Bishop Reuben H. Mueller of 
Indianapolis, Evangelical United i; 
Brethren Church; Dr. Nathan J ; 
M. Pusey of f'a"’ K ridge. Mass., |i 


Lewisburg, T e n n., Methodist 
Chuich; the Rev. Dr. Edwin H. 
Tuller of New York, American 
Baptist Convention. 








38U 


Why is Our Church Not Affiliated with the Lutheran 

World Federation? 

(Rev. Cl. Hoopmann, D.D.) 

Published by Request 


In its confessional paragraph the constitution of the 
Lutheran World Federation states: 

"1 he Lutheran World Federation acknowledges the 
Holy Scriptures of the Old and New Testaments as 
the only source and the infallible norm of all church 
doctrine and practice, and sees in the Gmfessions of 
the Lutheran Church, especially in the Unaltered 
Augsburg Confession and Luthers Catechism, a pure 
exposition of the Word of God.” 

If this paragraph is to be taken seriously only such 
Lutheran Churches as adhere faithfully to the Lutheran 
Confessions should be allowed to join the Federation 
and to remain in membership. What do we find, 
however? Churches which have departed from the 
practice of the Lutheran Church have been received 
into membership and are allowed to remain members. 
The Lutheran Church of Sweden has established inter¬ 
communion with the Anglican Church and admits Re 
formal jx*oplc to its altars. The Church of Denmark 
has entered into fellowship with the Chyrch of Scotland 
and has departed from the confessional principles of the 
Lutheran Church. In the Church of Norway the 
Minister of State lor ecclesiastical affairs has decreed that 
everybody is free to accept or to reject the doctrine of 
etpmal punishment. Only recently the Church of 
Pomerania, which belongs to the Prussian Union, was 
received into membership. In some of the Lutheran 
State Churches of Germany men arc permitted to deny 
fundamental doctrines of I loly Writ, such as the Virgin 
Birth of our Lord, His atoning death, His bodily resur¬ 
rection. Although most of these Churches have a large 
communicant membership, comparatively few members 
commune. There is much religious indifference. Most 
German Churches Wong to the Evangelical Church 
in Germany known as the E.K.I.D., a unionistic body 
consisting of Lutheran, Reformed, and Union elements. 

Most of these Churches also belong to the World 
Council of Churches which lists even the Quakers 
amongst its members. Some leading officials of the 
Lutheran World Federation have been taken from 
Churches which tolerate false doctrine and practice. 
Can we expect these men to reject all error and to 
confess the truth without fear or favour? I heard essays 
at Hanover that were not in full accord with the 
Lutheran Confessions. Voices were raised in opposition, 
but the essays were published without a word of cor 
rection. 

World-wide Welfare Work Acknowledged 

We are not blind to the fact that the Lutheran World 
Federation has helped many refugees and displaced 
jiersons. Wc are prepared to co-operate with the Federn 
tion, where it can be done without a violation of Biblical 
principals. We believe a Federation of Churches with 
clearly defined aims could serve a good purpose. The 
intersynodical committees are. therefore, working in 
favour of a revision of the Constitution of the L.W.F. 


Whilst the Gmstitution remains as it is, however, and 
is not adhered to by member Churches, our Church could 
not become a member. We believe that by joining under 
such conditions we would become partakers of other 
people's sins. 

We Dare Not Deny Our Lutheran Heritage 

The situation is serious. The modem ecumenical 
movements arc influencing many Churches. Many 
would like to get rid of all theological and organisational 
differences. They cannot sec through the deceit ol 
Satan. T hey forget that it is lx;tier to belong Lo a 
numerically smaller Church in which, hy the grace ol 
God, the Word of Ckxl is still proclaimed in its truth 
and purity, and the principles governing the administra¬ 
tion of the Sacraments are faithfully observed, than 
to belong to a larger Church, or a Federation of Churches 
in which Biblical principles are denied. 

Our Lutheran heritage is a glorious heritage. Wc 
dare not deny it, as it has been denied in many parts 
of the world. TTe truth when sacrificed, is hard to 
regain. 

On the other hand, wc must be on our guard not only 
against sinful unionism, hut also against sinlul separatism. 
YVe must always be willing to fellowship with those 
who arc one with us in faith and practice. We must 
work for such unity. Wc must pray for it, as we confess 
with the Confessions of our Church: "We are on our 
part sincerely inclined and anxious to advance that 
unity' according lo our utmost ixjwcr, hy which His 
glory remains to Cod uninjured, nothing of the divine 
truth of the Holy Q»pcl is surrendered, no room is 
given to the least error, |>o«>r sinners are brought to true, 
genuine repentance, raised up by faith, confirmed in 
new obedience, and thus justified and eternally saved 
alone through the sole merit of Christ." 
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the Birth of our Lord from a Virgin Mother and the Resur¬ 
rection of His physical body from death and the tomb”. But 
he states, too. thiil the commission is divided in these matters 
(cf. above, p. 91). In his introduction he also points out 
that the commission at some points has expressed its con¬ 
viction that various types of doctrine are permissible; and 
at others it has indicated a clear line beyond which anv 
doctrines or interpretation would seem to us not permissible” 
(p. 3). But there is no indication that, according to the com¬ 
mission, a denial of, for instance, the Biblical miracles would 
not be permissible in the Church of England. Temple then 
must have taken the position that a man might reject the 
Biblical miracles and still be a minister in the Church of 
England. 


-P- 

‘ I 

Bishop G. Aulen, the Dogmatician of the Lundensian 

T heology 

Bishop Gustaf Aulen (b. in 1879, professor at Lund ia 
1913, Bishop of Strengnes in 1933, emeritus in 1951) has 
played a prominent part in the ecumenical movement. Re¬ 
cently he pointed out that he has participated in this mo¬ 
vement from its very beginning and was already present at 
the important meeting at Geneva in 1920 (STK, 1952, p. 

292). His name is very often found in the reports of the 
great ecumenical conferences, and he has held the office of 
a vice president of the Faith and Order executive committee 
(Edinburgh Report, p. 373). 

Aulen from his student days was strongly influenced by 
Soderblom (cf. STK, 1939. p. 161f.j. and this fact has left 

185 



























indelible imprint on this theology. This influence can easily 
be traced in his most important work. The Faith of the 
Christian Church, a handbook of dogmatics (first Swedish 
edition in 1923, English translation in 1948). This book 
shows that he follows Soderblom’s view as regards ’’the con¬ 
tinuous revelation’’ I p. 45), his conception of miracles (p. 
101), and as regards the Virgin Birth tp. 222). Like Soder- 
blom Aulen, then, teaches that the revelation is continuous, 
and like Soderblom he rejects miracles in the Biblical and 
classical sense of the word. 

Although he carried through the intentions of Soderblom 
(and of another Swedish theologian, E. Billing) Aulen’s theo¬ 
logical views have been developed in an independant way. 
Together with Bishop A. Nygren he is the father of the 
’’Lundensian theology”. (But as we already remarked above, 
the term ’’Lundensian theology” is unfitting since there 
is also another theology at Lund than that represented by 
Aulen). 

What is, according to Aulen, the task of Systematic Theo¬ 
logy? This question is answered in the first paragraph of 
Aulen’s book (ET, p. 3) which runs thus: 

1 Systematic Theology has as its object of study the Chris¬ 
tian faith. The intention of the discipline is to clarify the 
significance and meaning of the Christian faith with all 
the means at its disposal. The task is neither demonstrative 
nor normative, but analytical and critical. Its purpose is 
neither to furnish proofs for the faith nor to determine 
what ’’ought to be believed’’. Everything is concentrated 
> on the attempt to understand the faith and to present the 
ideas and viewpoints of faith itself with the greatest pos¬ 
sible clarity. 

After having read this paragraph the question must be 
asked: What does Aulen mean by ’’Christian faith’’? The 


answer is given on p. 22 i ET): ’’[Faith] on the one hand ... 
implies that man is subdued and dominated by God; on the 
other, that man turns toward and commits himself to God’’. 
Alienee has Aulen derived this conception of faith? Evi¬ 
dently not from the Bible (cf. above, p. 16). The Bible 
nowhere states that faith ’’implies that man is subdued and 
dominated by God’’. 

Further, the task of Systematic Theology, according to 
Aulen. is ’to understand faith’’. Its purpose is neither ’’to fur¬ 
nish proofs for faith ’ nor ”to determine ’what ought to be 
believed’”. This means that Systematic Theology does not 
take up a position as regards the truth of the faith. It only 
has ’to understand faith”, ’’to clarify its ideas” and its ’’view¬ 
points”. It only ’’analyzes faith as it actually exists” (p. 6). 
But it is not, according to Aulen, the business of Systematic 
Theology to decide whether these ’’ideas’’ and ’’viewpoints” 
are true. 

How, then, should we know which ’’ideas” and ’’view¬ 
points’’ are Christian? Aulen answers this question in his 
chapter on ’’the \alidation of the content of the Christian 
faith’ (p. 98ff., ET). He states that ’’the Christian con¬ 
ceptions of faith” could not be validated ”on the basis of 
Biblicism” (p. 81). It is, thus, not sure that an ’’idea” is 
Christian on the ground that it is found in the Bible. Not 
even the words of Christ should be considered binding. One 
reason is that it is impossible to prove which parts of the 
teaching attributed to Christ in the Gospels are authentic. 
In the first Swedish edition of his book (p. 93) Aulen says: 

It is not obvious that all Biblical ideas, or all ideas 
which according to the Gospels formed a part of the teach¬ 
ing of Christ, for instance the eschatological ideas about 
the speedy approachement of the end, should be considered 
as indissolubly connected with Christian belief. On the 
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other hand, it is not obvious either that ideas of faith 
which spring up in Christendom should be considered as 
having no Christian character only because they are not 
found in the Bible. 

Hence it is doubtful whether our Lord Jesus Christ knew 
what is Christian doctrine. As examples of debateable parts 
of His teaching, some of His statements concerning the last 
things are mentioned. If Christ did not know' for certain 
what Christian doctrine is, His apostles of course did not 
know either; and if w'e want to know what Christian doc¬ 
trine is, we cannot, according to Aulen, obtain reliable ans¬ 
wers from our Lord Jesus Christ and His apostles. Whom, 
then, should we ask? Evidently we have to ask Aulen, since 
he knows what ’’the faith of the Christian church” is. 

Does that mean that Aulen considers himself such a great 
religious personality that by virtue of this fact he has such 
insight?. No, by no means. He repudiates the theories of 
those who ’’attempt to transform the scientific discussion 
concerning the significance of faith into a discussion about 
the personal faith of the theological investigator” (p. 5, ET). 
This of course means that Aulen rejects the idea of theologia 
regenitorum — that is, that a theologian must be born again. 
This idea has been very much stressed in earlier Lutheran 
theology, and in such connections reference has been made 
to 1 Cor. 2: 14: But the natural man recieveth not the things 
of the Spirit of God: for they are foolishness unto him: 
neither can he know them, because they are spiritually dis¬ 
cerned. But according to Aulen, nowadays an unregenerate 
theologian understands belter than the Lord Himself what 
Christian doctrine is! 

What then, according to Aulen, is the signifiance of Holy 
Scripture as regards the exposition of the Christian faith? 
On p. 90 (ET) he says that systematic theology must be 


’’dependant upon the continuous testimony of faith given 
throughout the ages”, although the writings of the New 
Testament occupy a special place ’’since they constitute that 
part of the primitive tradition which has come down to us”. 
But there is no question of any specific distinction between 
this ’’testimony of faith” and the ’’testimony of faith” which 
has been given later in the course of Christian history. There 
is, thus, no specific distinction between the words of Christ 
and the words of, for instance, Nathan Soderblom. For from 
Aulen’s position, it must be thinkable that Soderblom too 
uttered things which may be called a ’’testimony of faith”. 
In both cases there are ’’testimonies of faith”, ’’utterances 
of faith”. 

But the Christian church has always known that there is 
a specific distinction between the statements of the Bible and 
the testimonies of faith that have been given in the course 
of the history of the church: the words of the Bible are 
infinitely more than ’’testimonies of faith”, the words of the 
Bible contain the revelation of God. In the Bible we meet 
God’s revelation, and revelation is concluded by coming into 
existence of the New Testament. God is still working. He 
continually communicates His spiritual gifts to us, but his 
revelation is concluded. 

Aulen, however, has a conception of God’s revelation dif¬ 
ferent from that given in the Bible and embraced by the 
Christian church from the Apostolic age. Aulen teaches that 
the revelation continues. Christian faith sees clearly that the 
divine revelation is constantly in progress (p. 44) and cannot 
be localized in some portion of past history (p. 45). 

XHiat does Aulen teach about Jesus Christ? Since he 
accepts Soderblom’s conception of miracles, he can have no 
room for the Virgin Birth. On p. 222 he quotes Soderblom’s 
statement: ’’the miracle of His being was already present in 
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Alary’s woinb'\ Aulen adds: ’This is in reality the religious 
meaning and content of the idea of the conception of Jesus 
without a human father, which besides other and quite 
different interpretations of the Gospel of John, meet us in 
primitive Christianity, especially in the Gospel of Matthew. 
This is analogous to ideas common in antiquity about the 
origin of famous persons”. 

Aulen calls the New Testament narrative of our Lord’s 
birth an ’’idea”. But the New Testament presents it as a fact: 
our Lord uas born of a virgin. Further it is said that St. 
Matthew’s narrative is ’’analogous to ideas common in anti¬ 
quity about the origin of famous persons”. If these words 
have any reasonable meaning, they must imply that Matthew's 
narrative is made up in accordance with ideas current in the 
ancient world. Further, Aulen says that the Gospel of John 
here gives ’’other and quite different interpretations”. The 
Gospel of John, as everyone knows, opens with statements 
concerning Christ’s eternal coexistence with the Father, and 
then it goes on to state that ’’the Word became flesh”. Aulen 
seems to think that this conception contradicts Matthew’s 
narrative. But it is evident that there is no contradiction 
here. Matthew, like the other Gospels, presents the Lord Jesus 
Christ as the eternal Son of God. In this respect Matthew 
and John agree. John states that the Word became flesh, 
and Matthew tells us how ’the Word became flesh” — the 
Lord was born without a human father. 

Aulen states too, that the New Testament contradicts itself 
as regards the Lord’s resurrection. After having said that it 
is ’’entirely outside the sphere of systematic theology to make 
decisions in regard to those historical and exegelical questions 
which are connected with the resurrection faith of the first 
disciples”, he continues: 

Theology can state only that, according to the evidence. 


different conceptions of the how of the resurrection took 
place were current in primitive Christianity. Sometimes 
it is asserted that the risen Christ appeared to His own 
in virtually the same form as in the days of his flesh, 
and at other times it is said that one body is buried in 
the earth and another, spiritual organism, arises (I Cor. 
15). Paul does not concieve of a continued bodily existence 
of the same nature as the earthly (ib. p. 248, ET). 

Here it should first be remarked that Aulen confuses what 
I Cor. 15 says about Christ’s resurrection with the statements 
in this chapter concerning the resurrection of believers. 
^ erscs 3—19 deal with Christ’s resurrection, and the apostle 
states that it took place on the third day (v. 4). This state¬ 
ment as well as what is said in w. 5—7 about the risen 
Lord’s appearances refers in fact to the Gospel narratives 
of the Lord’s resurrection. And the Gospels not only state 
that the risen Lord ’’appeared to His own in virtually the 
same form as in the days of His flesh”. They state too, that 
He appeared in the same body as in the days of Ilis eartly 
life, although His body was now glorified. Since Paul refers 
to the Gospel narratives of our Lord’s resurrection, it is 
impossible to establish any contradiction between Paul and 
the Gospels as regards the Lord’s resurrection. Aulen seeks 
to create such a contradiction by confusing Paul’s statements 
in I Cor. 15 concerning Christ’s resurrection with that which 
he says in this same chapter about the resurrection of be¬ 
lievers (vv. 20ff.). The reason for Aulen’s maltreatment of 
this chapter is obviously that he wishes to leave it an open 
question whether Christ rose from the dead bodily. But to 
Paul it was no open question. On the contrary, he writes: 
"But now hath Christ been raised from the dead”. If this 
be not true, there would be no Gospel and no salvation, for 
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ihe same apostle writes: ”If Christ has not been raised, then 
is our preaching vain, your faith also is vain . 

What does Aulen teach about the deity of Christ? On 
p. 212 he says: 

The decisive element in the Christian confession of faith 
in Christ is stated in the simple and expressive word of 
Luther: ”We find the heart and will of the Father in 
Christ”. Therein lies His ’’unity of substance with the 
Father”. The deed of Christ removes the veil and reveals 
the heart of God. Christ is ’’the effulgence of His glory 
and the very image of His substance” (Heb. 1:3). He 
is not identical with God, but He and the Father are "one’' 
(John 10:30); one in will, in heart, in purpose, and in 
work ... 

The religious intention in the confession of faith in 
Christ is obscured as soon as something other than God’s 
’’disposition of heart” becomes essential, and as soon as 
the idea of a more or less ’’physical” unity of substance 
appears. Just as we do not know the ’’essence” of a man 
unless we know the disposition of his heart, will, per¬ 
sonality, and character, so faith cannot adopt any other 
point of view in regard to the essence of God ... God's 
essence is His loving will, not some obscure ’’substance” 
behind this will. 

It should be pointed out that these statement? imply a 
definite denial of the true deity of Christ. The Bible and the 
ancient creeds testify that Christ is truly God, an eternal 
divine Person. When from of old they spoke of His essential 
unity with the Father, the reference was to the Biblical truth 
that from eternity He existed as a divine Person. But Aulen 
has no room for this truth. To him. thus, Christ is only 
a man whose will is one with the Father’s will. 

The Biblical references which Aulen gives in tins con¬ 


nection, do not indeed refer to the subject he is dealing with. 
The commentaries on John’s Gospel usually stress that the 
Arians falsely interpreted these words in the way now used 
by Aulen. The words clearly refer to ”a unity of substance”, 
not only to a unity of will. The Jews understood the words 
to mean a ’’unity of substance”, since they wanted to stone 
Him for making Himself God (v. 33). — Aulen, too, refers 
to Heb. 1:3: Christ is "the effulgence of his tGod’s) glory 
and the very image of his substance”. But these words by 
no means say that Christ is a man whose will is one with 
God’s will; for in the preceding verse it says expressly that 
Christ is lire Son of God, ’’through whom he also made the 
worlds”. Thus He is set forth as being the Son who existed 
prior to the creation and, consequently, a 3 eternal Cod. 

In the passage quoted above, Aulen also refers to Luther. 
Does he really mean to say that according to Luther, Christ 
is only a man whose will and heart reflect God’s will and 
heart? Everyone wdio is in the least aquainted with Luther’s 
doctrine knows that to Luther Christ is eternal God, the 
second Person of the Trinity (cf. Pieper. Christian Dog¬ 
matics, I, p. 371 ff.; II. p. 59ff.). 

A well-known Swedish liberal, Dr. J. Lindrkog, wrote an 
article on Aulen’s theology many years ago (in the Quarterly 
Religion och Kultur, 1934. pp. 7—15). He pointed ouL that 
Aulen rejects all metaphysical mirarl. s connected with lire 
person of Christ, and added: ’The liberals must he satisfied 
[with Aulen’s Christology] because in it the miraculous meta¬ 
physical element is eliminated from Christianity”. He quotes 
Aden's words: ’’Christianity is God’s work of love in Jesus, 
our crucified and exalted Lord, this and nothing more”. 
Lindskog comments on these words as follows: 

If I were an African negro I would certainly sav about 
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David Livingstone just what Aulen here says about Christ. 
His love was God’s own love, nothing less. He did God’s 
own work. His person and His work have their origin in 
the love of the Father. He too, was ’born of the Father 
from eternity’. In His death, which was a sacrifice, an 
atoning death for many, He overcame. In the devotion of 
His disciples, in the power given by holy remembrance, 
in His eternal existence with God, He has won exaltion. We 
may also speak of Livingstone as being ’born of the Holy 
Spirit’, because his work and the mystery of his person 
have their origin in the endowment which God gave him. 
The mystery of his person certainly already existed in His 
mother’s womb. And to this we may add that the work 
of God’s love in Livingstone is to many more easily 
grasped, more manifest than the w-ork of Christ, because 
the historicity of Livingstone’s work is less vulnerable. 
Most of w hat has been said here about Livingstone, a pious 
Hindu would certainly say about Gandhi. — 

Dr. Lindskog’s account of Aulen’s Christology is quite 
correct. All that Aulen teaches about Christ could be said 
about a Christian like David Livingstone, or about a pious 
heathen like Gandhi. It may be added that Dr. Lindskog was 
a prominent man in the Ecumenical Movement. He served 
as Swedish delegate at the Lausanne conference in 1927, and 
his address at this conference (cf. iMusanne Report, p. 18Iff.) 
was warmly praised by Archbishop Soderblom (STK. 1927, 
p. 358). 
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Heretics in The Christian Century 
Wisconsin S/17/55 

TTERESY TRIALS have become so rare that the daily 
* press has been having a field day with the recent one 
in Wisconsin. As our staff correspondent for that state 
reports on page 952 , the Rev. George P. Crist, Jr., of the 
United Lutheran church at Durham, has been found 
guilty of “doctrinal deviation’’ and suspended from his 
pastorate, while two more young ministers have been cited 
for trial and arc expected to suffer the same fate. All three 
are graduates of the conservative Northwestern Lutheran 
Theological Seminary in Minneapolis. There is something 
about such heresy proceedings which must make Chris¬ 
tians not certain of their own infallibility, or that of tha 
creeds, feel more than a little disturbed. Especially is thi$ 
true where the case turns on a demand for literal accept¬ 
ance of terminology which, by its very nature, defies literal 
interpretation. (We will never forget hearing an Episcopal 
bishop, who basked in his heresies, ask his episcopal in¬ 
terrogator who was demanding a yes-or-no answer as to 
whether he accepted the creeds literally, “Do you literally 
believe that Jesus is sitting on God’s right hand?”) We 
would expect this disquiet to be especially prevalent among 
United Lutheran ministers, for that branch has supposedly 
represented in Wisconsin a liberty from the literalistic 
fetters of such bodies as the Wisconsin Synod or even the 
Missouri Synod which has been its pride. After all, Martin 
Luther was a heretic, and the only appeal he could make 
when confronted with indisputable evidence of that fact 
was to his ow-n interpretation of Scripture. This seems to 
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be the charge on which the three Lutheran ministers in 
Wisconsin are about to be cast out. Moreover, we are con¬ 
fident there are many other ministers, in both the North¬ 
west and the other synods of the United Lutheran Church, 
w'hose beliefs scarcely differ from those of Mr. Crist and 
his two friends. Some of these blame the heretics for not 
peing more “careful” or “politic” in revealing their real 
beliefs to their parishioners. The self-condemnation such 
men feel in their deepest hearts, while they continue to 
hold their churches and salaries without challenge, makes 
them rather than the “heretics” the men to be pitied. 
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Second Lutheran Pastor 
Cleared of Heresy 

'T'HE NORTHWEST SYNOD of the United Lutheran 
-*• Church has held its second heresy trial, and the out¬ 
come will leave more confusion than certainty, both within 
and without the church. If the Rev. George P. Crist, Jr., 
is a heretic, according to Lutheran standards, in terms 
of the charges brought against him a few weeks ago, and 
the Rev. John Gerbcrding—who was accused of the same 
deviations and acted as Mr. Crist’s counsel—is not a 
heretic, what are these supposedly clear confessional stand¬ 
ards by which the conscience of a Lutheran pastor is 
bound? Lutherans of all kinds (there are 19 denominations 
and 12 “independent” Lutheran churches listed in the 
Yearbook of American Churches) can have a wonderful 
w'inter debating that in preparation for the meeting of the 

Northwest Synod next May when 80 per cent of its mem¬ 
bers, in secret ballot, must approve the Crist and Gerberd- 
ing verdicts if they are to stand. The Gerberding not- 
guilty verdict carried a quality of confusion all its own 
by including a section w'hich, despite the doctrinal ac¬ 
quittal. reprimanded the young minister for “confusion, 
immaturity and inconsistency” in his testimony, and justi¬ 
fied this additional comment by a warning that “while 
such behavior does not of itself constitute heresy, yet it 
cannot be disregarded. ... It could lead to heresy.” On 
that basis the trial committee “unanimously recom¬ 
mend [ed] that proper administrative action be taken by 
the synod to rectify this offensive situation.” It is said in 
some quartet's, in explanation of the contrast between the 
two verdicts, that Mr. Gerberding so phrased his replies 
that the trial committee could not be sure what he be¬ 
lieved, and so no finding of heresy was possible. If this 
were true (which.we question) it would only emphasize 
the ambiguities always involved in creedal affirmations 
p which those who demand “literal acceptance” are blind. 
As matters stand in Wisconsin, the Lutherans now have 
one minister guilty and the olh'T not guilty of heresy for 
believing the same things. Perhaps the Wrigley trial, still 
vpn the docket, will break the tie. 


The Lutheran Quarterly 
August, 1956 

Heresy and the Lutheran Church 

By Robert Paul Roth 

F ROM the beginning of the church there have been two major heresies: 1 
Judaizing works-righteousness and Hellenizing gnosticism. The one holds i 
that we are saved by what we do, the other that we are saved by what we know. 

Both are heresies because they deny God’s grace. Paul asked the Hebrew Chris¬ 
tians of Galatia: “Did you receive the Spirit by works of the law, or by hearing 
with faith” (Gal. 3:2) ? And to the Hellenic Christians of Corinth he said: 

“When I came to you, brethren, I did not come proclaiming to you the testi¬ 
mony of God in lofty words or wisdom. For I decided to know nothing among you 
except Jesus Christ and him crucified” (I Cor. 2:1). 

The first heresy was Jewish legalism, but the second was Greek gnosticism. 

And the message of Scripture is that there is neither Jew nor Greek, but all 
are one in Christ Jesus. The legalist is offended by the loftiness of Jesus, the l 

gnostic is offended by his lowliness. The legalist finds Jesus claiming the q 

prerogatives of God, thus upsetting the law; and hence in varying degrees from 1 

synergism to Judaism the legalist cuts Jesus down to human size. If he is not 
crucified as a blasphemer, he is rendered impotent as a mere moral example. The 
gnostic, on the other hand, finds it difficult to fit Christ into the flesh of Jesus. 

It is unthinkable for him that God the Spirit should embrace inherently evil, 
earthly flesh. This, too, has a variety of expressions from ancient Docetism to 
modern Existentialism. The ancients said that Jesus was only an appearance of 
Christ, that he was not really, tactually, the divine Spirit. The modernists say 
that Jesus was only the occasion for the event of the revelation of Christ. Christ 
is the word that is used to symbolize the eternal event that comes to us in the 
moment of faith. But the historical Jesus is minimized in importance because the 
testimony we have concerning him is too untrustworthy as a basis for faith. 

When Christianity suddenly shifted from its Jewish matrix into the Hellenist 
world, the dominant heretical tendencies shifted from legalism to gnosticism. A 
chronological study of Paul’s epistles will reveal this quick turn of emphasis. The 
problems that confronted the church in the ecumenical councils that met in the 
centuries that followed were chiefly concerned with the gnostic heresy. But in 
the days of Luther a reverse shift necessitated a new grappling with the demon 
of legalism. The great work of ti e Reformation was the refutation of the hier¬ 
archical apparatus of penitential merits with the positive proclamation of justi- 
fica tion by faith alor.c. But just as Paul was confronted by gnosticism as soon 
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as he put down the legalists, so Luther was confronted by fanaticism as soon as 
he put down the papists. While the papists wanted to settle salvation on works 
of penance, the fanatics wanted to possess the Spirit through a mentalistic, emo¬ 
tional way of salvation akin to the gnostic heresy. Just as Platonic idealism threat¬ 
ened the purity of the Christian revelation in the Greco-Roman culture, so Ger¬ 
man idealism, which was really a revival of Plato, threatened the purity of the 
Gospel in the Renaissance-Enlightenment culture of Western Christendom. 

, The position of the Northwest Synod of the United Lutheran Church in Amer¬ 
ica against the Rev. George Crist might well be clarified in the light of this sketchy 
analysis of heresy in the history of the church. Through a trial committee the 
synod judged Mr. Crist guilty of “deviation” from the Confessions of the church. 
What is the nature of his deviation? I’s it a matter of mixed-up semantics? Does 
it involve peripheral matters which are not essential to the faith ? 

An examination of the statements made by Mr. Crist in the proceedings 
of his trial during the year 1955 will reveal that his case is neither semantic 
nor peripheral, but rather that his deviation is that of modern gnosticism of the 
adoptionist variety. 

Perhaps it is unfortunate that some have hastened into print with highly 
critical comments on the action of the Northwest Synod, but on the other hand 
this expression of opinion has served to make the issues of current theology 
more clear. It was asserted in The Lutheran, official publication of the United 
Lutheran Church in America , that the issue is a “mix-up regarding the meaning^ 
of words." 

The [prosecuting] committee skated close to heresy itself in seeming to dis¬ 
regard the central Lutheran teaching that we are saved through faith, not through 
assenting to “literal facts.” Facts are man-made. The great discoverers are the 
scientists who study the universe with ardent attention. . . . They learn much about 
what God has created, but by no scientific method can they discover God. . . . Faith 
iis God-made. In his love for us he reveals himself to us in our Lord Jesus, if we 
have enough humility to lay aside our pride in human wisdom. (Oct. 19, 1955, 
p. 50.) 

I It is true that no man can be saved from sin and death by being informed about 
facts. Salvation is not knowledge in the form of information. We are saved by 
grace through faith, not by sight through knowledge. But it is not true that 
faith stands in contrast to or apart from facts. Faith is the gift of God by which 
we receive regeneration from the curse of death, forgiveness of sins, and the 
power to walk in communion with the living Christ in the Spirit. All these are 
facts, for the word fact, coming from the Latin, means an actual thing done in 
contrast to something which is only potential, theoretical, virtual, hypothetical, 


imaginary. Faith is therefore ineluctably tied to certain facts and actual events , 
and substances which are not imaginary fictions. 

In the above quotation it is assumed that the definition of fact is that which 
can be empirically demonstrated. This is too narrow. It would be better to dis- ; 
tinguish empirical-fact from faith-fact, and thereby recognize that some facts 
are actualities which can be detected by the senses while other facts are actualities 
which can be received only by the Spirit, although always by means of some sense 
fact. Never can we say, however, that facts are man-made. They arc always 
posited in experience, whether sense experience or faith experience. They are 
given to us from outside. They are not invented, but discovered. The scientist 
does not make his facts, but he does make interpretations of them. For this 
reason scientific laws are never absolute, but always, like a railway time-table, 
subject to change without notice. Scientific laws are convenient, short-hand de¬ 
scriptions of a collection of factual data. The data are the things given to the 
scientist to describe and control. How he understands the data depends upon 
the constructs of his mind, by which he arranges the percepts into meaningful 
patterns. These constructs and meanings will vary from age to age, as they 
have from Ptolemy to Copernicus to Einstein. Once given, however, the fact does ( 

not change. It has an absolute quality of unrepeatability. Such are all facts of ^ 

history, including those witnessed and recorded in the Bible. Any claim that 1 
such facts or reports of facts are inconceivable is purely subjective, arising from 
individual mental antecedents. Inconceivability does not mean incredibility, nor 
does such a claim annihilate the fact or the report of it. 

It should be noted that not all facts recorded in the Bible were witnessed 
by the senses—as, for example, the creation. This means that creation is not a 
sense-fact but a faith-fact. There were other facts recorded as having been wit¬ 
nessed, however, and to deny their actuality would be to deny the relevancy of 
any faith concerning them. The virgin birth, the miracles of Jesus, and the empty 
tomb belong in this category. These facts were witnessed by those involved, apart 
from faith, and are therefore properly defined as sense-facts. The virgin birth, of 
course, involved Mary and Joseph, and ultimately Mary was the only witness. 
Without faith such an actuality could have been interpreted by Joseph, as the 
record intimates, as due to unfaithfulness, or it could be rationalized by any num¬ 
ber of world views—for example, by appeal to spirits, demons, parthenogenesis, 
etc. But by faith this mysterious fact is seen to be the miracle of God. Jesus is 
not Messiah because he was born of a virgin, but because he is Messiah he was 
in fact born of a virgin. The same is true of the empty tomb, which was witnessed 
by those who became believers as well as by the guards who spread the rumor 
that the body was stolen. Indeed, the tomb was first examined in disbelief by 
Mary Magdalene as well as Peter. Again the fact can be rationalized, as by the 
story of the stolen body, or it can be received in faith as the mirarle of God. 
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But as Christians we are in every case dealing with a sense-fact which is received 
is a faith-fact by the power of the Spirit. 

Faith-facts, unlike scientific laws, are dogmatic. They are not subject to 
change. They are the substance of the Gospel of which Paul said: “But even 
if we, or an angel from heaven, should preach to you a gospel contrary to that 
which we preached to you, let him be accursed” (Gal. 1:8). 

Certainly it is not the intellectual apprehension of either faith-facts or sense- 
facts that saves, but it is by the confession of the lips that we know what a man 
believes. By what a man says and does he communicates his spirit to others, 
and in this way alone is it possible to determine whether he has the same Holy 
Spirit in common with other members of the body of Christ. When his con¬ 
fession differs from the common confession of the church, he must be judged 
heretical. 

Since the church has consistently maintained that faith-facts and sense-facts 
concerning Jesus of Nazareth cannot be separated (in John: “The Word became 
flesh.” in Paul: “In him dwells the whole fulness of deity bodily”), then it will 
be possible to show that Mr. Crist means something different from what the 
church confesses. Thus he said: “I have held and now claim to hold as an opinion 
the fact that Jesus was born of Joseph and Mary” (p. 155, trial proceedings). 
And, “This Christ, this Jesus, was a normal, ordinary, natural, human being. He 
was born of a woman and a man” (p. 1221. There can be no ambiguity of 
meaning here. 

The same is true concerning the empty tomb. When Mr. Crist was asked 
what became of the body of Jesus, he said: “Well, I' imagine myself that what 
happened to it is what happens to all bodies: dust to dust” (p. 186). When he 
was asked about the meaning of the New Testament stories of the resurrection, 
he said to the examining committee of the synod on June 30, 1955: “They are 
expressions of Christian faith that Jesus is Lord, a faith independent of the 
alleged facts about the physical resurrection” (Examining Committee Reports, 
June 30, 1955, pp. 3, 4). “Faith does not rest upon or require historical ante¬ 
cedents and explanations” (p. 168, trial proceedings). “The corpse of Jesus did 
not become a living body by the power of the resurrection” (p. 125). 

Concerning the ascension he said: “The ascension is quite obviously nothing 
more than a means of ending the resurrection appearances” (p. 144). “It must 
be said of all these events that faith is not bound to the description we have 
of them, even if it could be determined precisely what the descriptions say" (p. 
156). Concerning the living lordship of the risen Christ he said that Jesus does 
not love us now because he is not here “I do not believe or teach that Jesus 
hears prayer” (p. 278). 

Now, it must be admitted that if faith is not bound to the record we have 


in the Scriptures, we are free to attach it to any figment of imagination or any 
construct of human reason. Then faith is divorced from fact and becomes fiction. 

This divorce of faith from fact is precisely the gnostic heresy, for gnosticism 
was in ancient times a philosophical religion spun out by the human reason to 
satisfy certain cravings of the human spirit for release from the frustrations of 
guilt, meaninglessness, and death. Indeed, all natural religions attempt to speak 
to these defeats. But Christianity alone provides the victory in the historical fact 
of Jesus who is the Christ, and it is openly admitted in the proclamation concern¬ 
ing Jesus that he is an offense to the Jew and foolishness to the Greek. This fact 
was not invented, but given. 

The second serious charge has come from Reinhold Niebuhr. He has written: 

Heresy trials almost inevitably revolve, as the Wisconsin trials do, around pe¬ 
ripheral articles of faith. The young men are accused, among other things, of not 
believing in the virgin birth of Jesus or in his “physical resurrection” or ascension. 

Are these beliefs really tests of the quality of faith? . . . Does not any interpretation 
which makes acceptance of miraculous historical events the test of faith reduce the 
spiritual quality of that faith . . . ? The issue raised in Wisconsin involves the 
validity of the religious symbolism. All symbols of the eternal, particularly those 
which assert the divine validity and revelatory' power of events in history, must be a 

taken seriously but cannot be taken literally. (The Lutheran, Dec. 21, 1955, p. 18.) j 

In the first place, the great heresy cases in history included the Judaizers 
of Galatia, Arius, Pelagius, Hus, Wyclif, Luther. Can it be said that any of 

these cases revolved around peripheral matters? In the second place, the virgin 

birth, the physical resurrection, and the ascension do test the confession of faith | 
concerning Jesus because if they are taken away the incarnation itself is taken 
away. In the third place, Dr. Niebuhr’s reference to the “spiritual quality” of 
faith is an unguarded give-away of his own gnostic tendencies. He is clearly 
using the word spiritual in contrast to material, which is Platonic usage, not 
scriptural. “Spiritual” means godly in opposition to that which is ungodly or 
fleshly, but not in contrast with material. That which is crassly material (such 
as the raising of the body of I^azarus, walking on water, the physical elements 
of bread and wine) is also, because of the sanctifying power of Christ, made 
holy and spiritual. 

But the most enigmatic statement of Dr. Niebuhr is the one which says that 
all symbols of the eternal must be taken “seriously but cannot be taken literally.” 

The incarnation is a symbol of the eternal. Is this to be taken seriously but not 
literally? Once again, the gnostics from Basilides to Arius took these things 
seriously but they were pronounced heretics precisely because they did not take 
them literally. Arius was not in so serious a case as Niebuhr, however, because he 
at least admitted that the Word became flesh, although he said there was a time 
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before which Christ did not exist. Niebuhr is saying that the symbols concerning 
the eternal cannot be taken literally. Does he mean, then, that the Word did not 
literally become flesh? Is the event of Jesus in history only the occasion for a 
divine revelation? The church has always said more, that the event of Jesus was 
not only the occasion of revelation but that Jesus was himself the revelation. He 
is not properly understood in terms of an existential event, but only in scriptural 
terms as the living, personal Lord who effectively rules over history, both cosmic 
and personal. It is true that language symbols pointing to eternal realities, due to 
an inescapable creaturely anthropomorphism, fall short of conveying the full mean¬ 
ing of the eternal, as the term “Father,” when applied to God, means more than 
when applied to man because God is revealed in Christ Jesus as Deus absconditus, 
but when the symbol Jesus is connected with Christ the symbol and the thing 
symbolized are identified. When Thomas bowed at the feet of the risen Jesus he 
did not confess: “You are the event which clarifies the mystery of the divine and 
gives meaning to the human situation!” He confesses that Jesus was Lord and God. 

It is on the doctrines of incarnation and atonement that Mr. Crist’s “devia¬ 
tion” is most apparently gnostic. He says concerning the incarnation: “This was 
his sonship, that he gave himself to this Spirit, lived in and by it; the mature, 
free, choosing, deciding, self-giving Jesus lived in and by this Spirit which is the 
Spirit of God. He lived in perfect obedience to it” (p. 282). This statement in¬ 
evitably leads to adoptionism, the view that Jesus was an ordinary human who 
was raised to Messiahship by God's will of adoption, but this is plainly the reverse 
of the message proclaimed in Scripture. Jesus is not proclaimed as Messiah because 
he was obedient to the Spirit of God, but rather because he was the Son of God 
he is found to be obedient. Furthermore, Mr. Crist seriously objects to the worship 
of Jesus, whom he fears we will make into an idol. “I think there is danger 
in objectifying Jesus, and this danger is the danger of idolatry” (p. 292). Again 
he drives a wedge between the Jesus of history and the Christ of faith, as if the 
Jesus of history were only the occasion for the revelation of the Christ of faith 
and not the identical continuous person. Here, too, the symbol is taken seriously, 
but not literally. Moreover, Mr. Crist’s insistence upon Spirit in his testimony 
show's a serious error in equating God the Holy Spirit with a nebulous spirit 
which can only be designated as the God-idea and not the personal Comforter 
of Scripture. 

On the atonement Mr. Crist says: 

I do not know' why it was necessary for God to become man (p. 195). It seems 
to me Jesus saw no special importance in the dying, no cosmic, no universal for- 
ever-and-ever-and-everybody-in-history significance in his dying. He wasn’t dying 
for me or for you. He was dying because it was the only way he could live as he 


saw he had to live (p. 316). So that when we talk about his dying for us, it is 
not saying anything about his intention, but of our attitude toward it (p. 318.) 

Again, the church has consistently maintained throughout the centuries that 
Christ’s death was an effective and victorious sacrifice for my personal sin as 
well as the sin of the world. Scripture testifies repeatedly and authentically that 
the Son of man must suffer many things and be killed, that the Son of man came 
to give his life a ransom for many, that Christ loved us and gave himself up 
for us, a fragrant offering and sacrifice to God. , 

Either Jesus did something eternally effective for me on the Cross, or 
he did not. If he did not, as Mr. Crist says, a high religion can still be built 
upon the basis of my attitude toward that historical event and the meaning 
I draw out of it, but it will not be the Christian faith as it is proclaimed in the 
Bible. The same thing is true concerning the incarnation: either Jesus is in fact 
(seen by faith in the man of Nazareth) the incarnate Word, or he is not. If he 
is not, a high religion can be built on my attitude toward this event, as in Bult- 
mann’s “decision for Christ,” but it will not be the Christian faith as proclaimed 
in the Bible. In the incarnation Jesus had a miraculous birth. Such is the testi¬ 
mony of Matthew and Luke. Mark, John, and Paul presuppose it. But suppose ( 
the opposite could be demonstrated. We would then have the child born of human O' 

parents, a sinner like every other child in the race of Adam. Conceivably he I 

could by virtue of his obedience to the Spirit be raised from the realm of the 
flesh to the realm of the Spirit. This would be his sonship. But the message of 
Scripture nowhere speaks of God as taking that which is conceived in sin and 
making him holy, hereby elevating him to Messiahship. Rather the Gospel tells of 
God taking that w’hich was holy, himself, and putting himself into the womb of 
Mary, his chosen workshop, and becoming man, and thereby also becoming sin 
for us, subjecting himself to our curse, the curse of death, although he himself 
was sinless. Adoptionism would be a miracle too, but it is not the miracle Scripture 
proclaims. This is the miracle of the virgin birth, proclaimed as the fulfillment 
of the promise. 

The Lutheran confession concerning Jesus Christ is best stated in Luther’s 
explanation to the second article of the creed. “I believe that Jesus Christ, true 
God, begotten of the Father from eternity, and also true man, born of the virgin 
Mary, is my Lord, who has redeemed me, a lost and condemned creature . . . 
with his innocent sufferings and death. . . .” The incarnation means that we have 
in this one person the miracle of two natures, true God and true man. He is 
not half-God and half-man, as if by Mary he received his humanity and by the 
Spirit he received his divinity so that the physical nature of Jesus was somehow 
fused with the spiritual nature of Christ. The whole nature of Jesus was truly 
man and the whole nature of Jesus was truly God. It must not be thought that 
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true humanity involves sinfulness, however, for man’s humanity is perverted in 
that he is conceived in sin. But Jesus was true man, unperverted as Adam v. is 
before he fell into sin. Adam and Christ are therefore in a sense comparable 
types, as Paul speaks of them in Romans 5, whereas Christ cannot be compared 
to any other individual in Adam’s race. Adam is the head of the human race, 
and all who come after him and are under him are both physically and naturally 
bound to his sin. Christ was conceived not in sin, but by the Holy Spirit. This 
means that he was at once sinless and truly human. Being conceived by the Holy 
Spirit as no man in Adam’s race is, he was sinless; being born of woman under 
the law as all men are, he was human. 

It will do no good to try rationalistically to determine whether the male seed 
is the carrier of sin and whether the Holy Spirit fertilized a female ovum in 
Mary's womb. This is idle speculation and it misses the point, which is that 
every other birth is a natural procreation, whether by male fertilization or ihe 
accident rf parthenogenesis, but this birth was a miracle of Gcd, and as such it 
goes beyond die power of rational explanation. Speculation never stops at 
innocuous trivia but always seeks to prowl pruriently among the secrets of 
God like a peeping Tom. All we can say is that here was a man who came 
from God rather than merely from Adam, as all other men come. And coming 
from God he becomes the head of a new race. He becomes the second Adam, the 
New Man, and we become members of his body by a second birth just as by our 
fir^t natural bir h c were f^nnerlv members cf the body of mankind, Adam’s 
idee. Thus v .lilt we \vt e sons of Adam, now by this second birth we can become 
sons of God. Moreover, this second birth is not a gnostic, mentalistic, emotional 
experience; it is rather a godly miracle which happens by the calling and election 
of the Holy Spirit through Christ in his church. This incorporation into the body 
of Christ is Holy Baptism, by the material of water and the power of the Spirit. 

In contrast to this, Mr. Crist offers us a picture of Jesus who is the son of 
the carpenter, whose body became dust, whose death had no universal significance 
or value, who does not now live to love and answer prayer, and whom it is dan¬ 
gerous to worship. It should be obvious that Mr. Crist’s views are different in 
meaning concerning the fundamental articles of the Lutheran confession. Who 
( will deny the Lutheran Giurcli the right to prevent a man to speak for its faith 
when he preaches and teaches a gospel contrary to that which it has always preached ? 



Mark, does not mention the idea. The 
oldest manuscript of the Gospel accord¬ 
ing to St. Matthew, the Syriac, concludes 
the genealogical table thus. ‘And Joseph 
begat Jesus.’* The two greatest interpret¬ 
ers of Jesus in the New Testament are the 
author of the Fourth Gospel, and he who 
wrote more than one-half of the New 
Testament. Faul the Apostle. To botn we 
owe the profound, classic doctrine of the 
Incarnation. ‘And the Word became rh-sh 
and dwelt among u 3 ’ (John 1:14 >; and 
again, ‘But when the time had fully come, 
God sent forth his Son. born of woman’ 
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Springtime Heresy 

L .S. Protestants can still be agitated 
about heresy. Three Wisconsin pastors 
have been tried for heretical views by the 
Northwest Synod of the United Lutheran 
Church in America (Time, Aug. S). Two of 
them. George Crist Jr. and Victor K. 
Wriglcy. were convicted and suspended 
from their pastorates; the other. John H. 
Gerberding. was acquitted, but resigned. 
Paitor Wrigley’s congregation has refused 
to obey the suspension order. Gi t of tho 
charges against them: refusal to accept 
Biblical authority on essentials of Luther¬ 
an dogma, notably the virgin birth and 
doubting Christ s physical resurrection and 
ascension. In the current Christianity and 
Crisis (edited by U.S. Protestantism’s 
most renowned theologian. Reinhold Nie¬ 
buhr). Congregational Minister Clarence 
Kilde, of Oconoraowoc. Wis.. fiercely de¬ 
fends the accused heret’-^. 

“American Protestantism is never very 
profound in its heresy charges.” he writes. 
“[The charges] fix on the virgin birth. 
Freudians may have their own explanation 
of this. But obviously, what is more pop¬ 
ular than the Christmas story? No:- 
theological Americans in a secular age 
can be counted on to know at least the 
Christmas story . . . 

“Now that the virgin birth is neither 
a gr«at historical doctrine nor by itself 
profound theology ought to be quite evi¬ 
dent in reviewing a fc bade observations. 
Chronologically the oldest gospel that of 


( Galatians 4 : 4 ). The Incarnation, yes. but 
for these two writers, responsible for giv¬ 
ing us most of the New Testament, the 
virgin birth was not dignified enough to 
mention. For virgin birth was a contem¬ 
porary’. popular thought pattern explain¬ 
ing the unusual greatness of such men as 
Pythagoras. Plato, Augustus Caesar.” 

Pastor Kilde sarcastically suspects ihut 
the real crime of the three ministers was 
that “they were not tending to their knit¬ 
ting.’’ They might not have got into trou¬ 
ble. he suggests, if they had been "more 
concerned with building financial and 
membership statistics. After all. a sister 
synod of the Midwest, the Evangelical 
Lutheran Church, has reported e ; tablish- 
ing a new parish every r8 days . . . Go 
ahead and repeat the Apostles’ Creed, 
but be sure to be oblivious to people's 
inarticulate disturbance over the meaning 
of the creed. At denominational head¬ 
quarters it is statistics that are impor¬ 
tant. iiOL spiritual sincerity or theoloric il 
integrity.” 

Lutherani’m in the Midwest, says Kilde, 
is “a diaspora culture. Tnis is to say the¬ 
ology stopped developing with the immi¬ 
grant fathers of the church in the Missis¬ 
sippi Valley.” whereas Lutheranism in 
Europe kept theologically up to date. 

But the mere fact of the heretics’ exist- 

# According to St. Matthew (King James ver¬ 
sion): “Now the birth of Jesus Christ was on this 
wise: When as his mother Mary was espoused to 
J< --ph. before they came together, she was found 
with child of the Holy Cho iT " j:i8). 

TIME, JANUARY 2, 1956 

cute is taken by Congregationalist Kilde 
as a harbinger of better times to come. 
“Whatever the weather otherwise, ii is 
springtime in Midwestern Luther u^m. 
The ice i< beginning to break, the long, 
cold winter of dark dogmatism ... is 
beginning to wane._ 
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man investigating committee ordered him 
to trial on 14 t ounts of deviation, cen¬ 
tering in his “use and interpretation of 
the Scriptures, and in his teaching con¬ 
cerning the |K > rsi»n and work of Christ.” 

Pastor Crist o|>enly denied the virgin 
birth of Christ, expressed doubt about 
the Resurrection and Ascension, devel¬ 
oped naturalistic explanations for Christ’s 
biblical miracles, r.g.. he said of the 
miracle of the loaves and fishes < Mat¬ 
thew 14:15-21): “Perhaps lie prevailed 
on those who had brought lunch to share 
it with those who hail not." The synod 
also accused him of denying the Lutheran 
doctrines of original sin, the efficacy of 
prayer and Christ's real presence in the 
Lord •; Supper.* Pastor C’rist. the synod 
charged, has abandoned the fundamen¬ 
tal principles of Scripture interpretation 
which guided Luther in the Reformation. 

Semantic Denials. Unabashed, Pastor 
Crist tried to justify many of his dentals 
by semantics (on the Ascension: "Ascend 


The Rev. John Gerherding, one of the 
two other pastors who may later face 
trial for heresy, was Pastor Crist’s aide 
at llie trial. The tribunal launched into 
vigorous questioning of Crist's views, 
even stood around after sessions debat¬ 
ing theological |>oints with him. In a 
sense, the scene was a strange ri-enact¬ 
ment of Marlin Luther's famed debate at 
Leipzig (1 51«>) with Roman Catholic The¬ 
ologian Dr. John Maier of Eck. who clear¬ 
ly demonstrated that Luther was at vari¬ 
ance with basic Catholic doctrines. 

After two days of examination, it was 
obvious that, try as it might the com¬ 
mittee could not reconcile its views with 
Pastor Crist s. Its verdict: guilty of nine 
of tlie 14 charges. Recommendation: im¬ 
mediate suspension from the ministry. 

Unheeded Pleas. The Rev. Paul Wag¬ 
ner Roth. 77-vear-old committee chair¬ 
man. pleaded with Crist: “VVe all would 
be most happy if you could make the 
supreme sacrifice of your intellectual 
doubts and differences as a bearer of the 
Cross and a follower of Christ.’’ 

Hut Pastor Crist would not recant, in¬ 
stead announced that he was determined 
to continue voicing his views as a teach¬ 
er. Then, his status as pastor uncertain 
until the general synod meets in Milwau¬ 
kee next May to lake final action on his 
case, he took off with his family for a 
Vacation in northern Wisconsin. 


Lutheran Heresy 

Judged from the scene as the hoard 
met. it might have been 1 good-fellowship 
meeting. In the recreation basement of 
Milwaukee s Pentecost Lutheran Church 
last week, seven men sal around a quad¬ 
rangle of folding banquet tables beneath 
a large sign that rear! “Jesus Lives." Gaily 
colored paper plates dangled from the 
ceiling. In walked a smiling, stocky young 
man with crew-cut black hair, coatless 
and carrying a briefcase. One of the men 
rose and shook his hand. 

The man with the briefcase, the Rev. 
George Crist |r., 31-year-old pastor of 


Lutheran Heresy fContd.) 

“Mention 'Luthcran’«mywherc in Amer 
ica to this day, and the commonest mem 
ory association word is ‘heresy.’ ’’ Thus, ii 
a confidential letter to ministers of the 
United Lutheran Church in America. Pres¬ 
ident Franklin Clark Fry r eluctantly he- 
gan to egg-walk his way lasr wrelt througf 


three Northwest Synod members.The Rev. 
George Crist Jr., 31, and the Rev. Victor 
Wrigley. 36, had been convicted of heresy 
by a synod trial committee in not sub¬ 
scribing to certain articles of faith, r.g., 


John Ahlhovw -Mllwowkee Journal 


Lutheran Heresy Thibi \ \l & Pastor Crist 


Bethlehem Lutheran Church in Durham. 
Wis., was on trial for heresy. The seven 
men at I lie table were Lutheran minis¬ 
ters chosen <0 carry out the first format 
trial lor heresy ever held in the 60-year 
history of th- Northwest Synod of tin- 
United Luthean Church in America, 
largest (membership: .’,061.0041 group 
of Lutheran synods in the U.S. The 
charge: “Holding, teaching and preaching 
doctrines in conflict with the Lutheran 
faith.” 

Naturalistic Miracbs. Pastor Crist 
(rhymes with mist), an aviation radio¬ 
man in World War II, and the father of 
three children, got into trouble after the 
synod heard reixirts of "doctrinal devia¬ 
tions" by him and two other synod pas¬ 
tors who were his former schoolmates at 
Northwestern Lutheran Theological Sem¬ 
inary in Minneapolis. After examining a 
scries of sermons by Pastor Crist, a five- 


means to go up . . . Where is up?"), in¬ 
sisted that all his teachings constituted 
“a jicrmissible point of view within the 
Lutheran Church.’’’Some Lutheran synods 
permit liberal interpretations of the Augs¬ 
burg Confession, the 16th century work 
embodying basic Lutheran beliefs. Hut 
the Northwest Synod, although one of 
the more liberal U.S. Lutheran groups, 
clearly faced in Ciisi’s teaching a threat 
to its basic tenets. 

v Luther rejected the Roman Catholic doctrine 
of iransiitis'anlialion. /.»•., that the substance 
of bread anil wine is rhanited into the body 
and IiIihmI of Christ while the appearance re¬ 
mains the same, but believed in the real 
presence through consubst ;ui 1 ia t ion. i.r., that 
the body anil blood of t'hrisl eix-visl with the 
substance of (tread and wim. Some followers 
held thal he later rejected coiiMihslantiation 
as we!!. Today Lutherans generally believe 
lhal Christ is present in the Lord's Stipitcr 
“sacramentally and snpernaturaliy.” 


the Virgin Hirth. the miracles and the 
physical resurrection of Christ (Time, 
Aug. fi et sc </.). The Rev. John Gerbcrd- 
ing. 33. was acquitted, hut later resigned. 

Wrote Dr. Fry: “The synods are at the 
mercy of each other," for "what would 
become of the United Lutheran Church” 
if a minister tired from one of the denom¬ 
ination’s 32 synods for his views should 
be accepted by another synod? 

Last week United Lutherans’ Northwest 
Synod contirmed the action of their trial 
committee hv upholding the heresy con¬ 
viction of Pastors Crist and Wrigley. But 
in solid Protestant tradition, and despite 
the Fry letter, leaders of Victor Wrig¬ 
ley's congregation at Gcth.scmane Lutheran 
Church in Hrookficld. Wis. pledged them¬ 
selves to slick with him, even if that 
meant possible legal action by the synod. 


TIME. AUGUST 8, 1955 

























Tliffrrmce in human tu cb-'-crvc 
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If ONE I’AR f ol IK- Biliic ihe *><■ W 
Pentateuch,* vaiiour accounts art ' wen 
lo. tiller, rhia some lanes rcsullctl u er- 
(jiin discrepancies, particularly at it**- 
point* where ihcy were joined together. 
A popular example.,which was formerly 
used very frequently in the propaganda 
of the freethinkers, is the question ol 
a here Cain, the son of Adam roi hi.* 
wife. Her existence is unexplainable on 
the basis of the preceding chapters (£en 
4:17). 

In the New Testa .>ent the lour gospel 
accounts arc not in’erw oven They ar 
placed beside one another a, separate 
books, even though they are particularly 
dependent u|ion one another. The unci in 
church started with the corieel assump¬ 
tion (tun die ciicuinMance that there am 
a mimlicr of accounts of ihe same event, 
even though they may differ in ilctails, 
docs not call in question the reliability 
of the whole record, but on the contrary 
enhances it. In .my case, when it did Ihi* 
it wu taking in: die hu man m>- 

; perfection of tlw-sc ■ " 


writers diluted the purity ol me oipiiL ai 
faith in God wil ii pjK.-n itlc.r and cu> 
toniH and mixed tile passion of their 
despair even in their prayers f c g.. I’sa hn 
137) . 

Finally. we do not posse sc the original 
author's iiianuscnpl 01 a Single -hv 4 of 
Ihe Bible. Even the oldest manuscripts 
of the Hi hie are copies that differ from 
one another in many small details this 
is the case especially in passages more 
difficult to understand, where Ihe cop'- 
ists attempted to make the t< xt more in 
tclligible. It is true thal the comparative 
study ol languages, which i-, n part of 
biblical scholarship, has in most eases 
restored the original text with considcr- 

I ahle certainty; but we do not have a 
perfect reproduction of the biblical 
writings. 

These facts m - Ve jit _g-.ii_t h.it thy 
-trine .7 -lie s o-called v ibnl impin 
Tion ol ti e Holy Sc-iptttn i > 


Human Hand 


ol lime proved to tie hmr.an and tia isi- 
tory. 

I aige pails ol the Bible aic accounts 
■ a historical events These events were 
experienced hv men. stored in human 
memories, reUild by men, and v/riltcn 
down by men. the abilities of these men 
were not ol divine f -flection. Norte of 
ihe biblical writeis makes this claim con- 
ccming his work. 'Here arc different 
accounts o: many of ihe events in the 
liihlc and they differ from one another 
in many details. It is clear that these 
differences were brought about by the 


'I his doctrine 


cord_ 

tTiat the Bible i\ ll "I < 


AnYIM itiV WIIO AI-EROACMI -S iIk I 
with an unbiased mind knows thal it is 
not n hook thal fell from lu-a.-en It is 
a book written by human hands. 

Tne Bible wav written in the thOUglll 
forms ol a particular time. The men 
who wrote it wcic confined lo the an¬ 
cient conception ot Ihe universe, accord¬ 
ing lo winch the cur ill wav the center of 
the world around which the sun revolved 
in the vault of heaven. This and other 
scientific conceptions ol the age in which 
the Bible was written have in the course 


A NUMBER of MMJcal '».>'• dn.s lit.c < i I i - inblu I -••• • I" 1 

the Book of Job, for example, an tint 1 .TaiiTuil'-- I 
intee.le.* to be histone it icpoa-.. il.cn <<• o e of tfttpiration coi 

i mpose is. ruther. to drive horn- to th.- the view wl-i h the hihlk. il writ 
. . el . n irralis 1 M ' 

experience* of faith or even theological I rcp c..lcdly h. ~n s' -mpi. ued,_cvi 
insights of the narrator 

Tlicre arc other parts of the Bible in 
which the purpose of tlic author is not 
immediately apparent and here we must 
inquire whether‘The natrator w ished to 
set forth an historical happening or » 
pandroli.nl story. Touv for example, 
there has been much controveray over 
the literary character of the Book of 
Jonah. 

January IS, 1961 

Now the new view, w i*h is 
'Pity anti inerrancy of thi called ' the Chris!?'. . vi« •. ’ isj 

a htumn ieJ 
re Elation, 

main- '.imperfect, as is everything lw- 
” And out of thesd 
1 with their errer 
imperfection, some¬ 
how or other we are su y: set! 
to discern what God ’s saying to 


Bur nti5 txxmUNr. i.ot only contra¬ 
dicts the bilmcnl lasts; it is also at vari¬ 
ance with the spirit ol the Christian 
faith. One of ll»e luml.itn- ntal convic¬ 
tion* of Christianity i* that (b d. ..Ithough 
lie is omnipoicnt, dr>-> mil clirr ...Ie :l • 
human being, sloes not bypass nun's p. r- 
xou lily and d* ‘.oy his indcpciuk-n by 


Tuts article. is reprinted by; permission from the fourth 
chapter or “Conversation on' Faith" by IEm>rhard Mueller, 

IN THE TRANSLATION C/l JOHN W. DoBERSTEIN, SCHEDULED FOR 
PUBLICATION UY MUHLENBERO PRESS, PHILADELPHIA, IN MAROI 

Pngn 2 The Christian n. u*« 


beacon i t 

toe K'T:?; 


We are photographical.., 

producing this article. We think Scriptures said that the doctrine that “the Bible is 
every Lutheran who loves the ' vris harmful to the life of the production t f di 'in 

Bible ought to be literally out- °hn r cli and they, actual! 

raged by it. Or, have we reached tained a Bible with errors man. 

The Bible is under as severe Slic h a place of insensitive sub- an(1 mistakes was better for the writings, filled 

and great attack tcnlay as at any mission and have we raised up a life an(l thc faith of the church,and human i 

time in the history of the Chris- generation that knows not the ^ iajl one that was without! 

tian movement. These attacks truth of Protestantism to such a 
are seen .within the Christian point that little will be said or 
church. done? 

not the position of dictation. The 

The January 25, 1961 issue of Tlicre is a reason why leaders <factrine of i , * “ 

The Lutheran, news magazine of j n the ecumenical movement are historically has always accorded 

the United Lutheran Church in sa ying that sola scriptura must . w,, h reality and with the teach- God 

America, edited by Dr. G. Elson j-,<» ] a id aside, and tradition must Ihe Bible. 

Ruff, contains a four-page article f>e -riven a grater place in the s,1 >' s ' “Even 

entitled, “Written by Human life of the church The reason is inspiration contradicts the 
Hands.” This article is a direct, that men have given np their be- 

forthright, and uncompromising |; e f in the Holy Scriptures as se I vc:; had of their own writings, 

attack upon the glorious doctrine the infallible, irerrant Word of • • • ” This is categorically false, 

of the plenary or verbal inspire- God. Tt is a tragedy of the 
tion of the Scriptures. In fact, greatest magnitude and propor- 
it says, “The doctrine of verbal tions. Think of a c’ ir_h*publi- 
inspiration has had disastrous cation saying of the doctrine of 
consequences in the Christian the verbal inspiratit 
church.” 

Actually, it has been the posi¬ 
tion and the testimony of the his¬ 
torical Qiristian church, includ¬ 
ing the great Lutheran Churches, 
that the Bible is indeed and in 

truth the very Word of God and taken back in 1_ 

that this inspiration extends to “Auburn Affirmation 
■ 1 -- ♦! „ who attacked 


Actually, the position of verbal nian! The Bible 
inspiration is caricatured. It is mediate Word, His direct coni 

- -t munication to us through the in¬ 
inerrancy as hrid struments that lie used, ilut now 
. I we arc told, “The T ^ihle is not 

!'s immediate Word, buj 
This article rather a human rendering of it.g 
this doctrine of | 

view Ev^ry word of God ir, t .*rej 
which the biblical writers them- an ^ Jesus Ciirist said, ! hy 

word is truth.” and He equat'd 
the Word of Gc*d with tne h'cripj 
tures of the Old ; t»d the Lew 
Verbal inspiration is the view Testaments, 
which the writers of the Bible . , 

held concerning their own writ- . , c .. eeumemcnl TiV '• - -Ft. 

ings. Tlu-y knew that w:.at they I "g 1 ' unb « ,le . J s -‘. I^-vale-if 
• •_„ * -tdi'and aomtnant in u c . les, ijH 
cnpriires, Above all. it has I* , V c ' v ‘\ s . iat,ee d and mo cment 0 f a J 

cpar.Hve.1 the nv.--.niny nnd im- ™ ,ru,h .p" very Word of God . ^^ 

Mnoe Of the Ho- s nptnres “t** Hol - v ’ nen .°, f G ? d -S3 1 y-- : -'.J 

>r the faith an of fTie 3“ were moved hv the s , f . 

, an iC 01 tl,e Holy Ghost. And into this dc- s r eIv 5 3 a ■-W:-up and . ttnionj 

Cn 1 vdopment there came an manner ? . IS rf, ‘ s -Tartar* from tt 

This is the samt line 1 at was of factors, ir.eluding the person- aUc f ni; i 3 B 

1923 by he famous ahty, language, and di Terences of ^ fTer a 1 .T™ 1 . x \ u ., V , 

.” There st > r fe a.nor.g the instruments ^ ,r ^ s :nr '1 authority o h 

the tnfalli- wi, ich the Holy Spirit use I. 'T*' 1 - ol^a.' e 1 7* ] 
















turning him into a will-loss instrument of 
his sovereign will. 

The Christian faith lives in the con¬ 
viction that GihI acts in history through 
men who are imperfect anti sinlul hut 
yet men who have been led to faith by 
the Spirit of God. Thu* it is also not 
the leaching of (he Christian church that 
the work of the Holy Spirit esiiiigiiishes 
all human characteristics and imperfec¬ 
tions. but lather that, as Luther's Cate¬ 
chism says, he 'calls, gathers, enlightens, 
and sanctities" us men and preserves us 
' in union with Christ in the one true 
faith." 

In the Christian view lire revelation of 
Ciod in tins world does not appear in a 
collection of timeless divine communica¬ 
tions and decrees, which man can then 
utilize as a "God between the covers ol 
a book." exploit like an infallible medi¬ 
cine cabinet, or consult section by sec¬ 
tion like an eternally valid statute hook. 
No. (rod reveals himself in the history ol 
living men. and only he who meets this 
history as a livinp man can recognize in 
and behind this human history the history 
of the divine revelation 

fur ixx-THIni or verbal inspi ration 
ha-, had diMislious '.ivivi[uoikv . .a !t,i- 
ChiistTan church Above all. it ha* jeop- 
mlbrij i’l. M:.mi. in .in.I illi{ oitaua .’I 
;K<- Holy ScnpluiCs 101 the failli an.l lin 
■ f ih.- chun h 

Since man, of llu discrepancies in the 
Bible were, quite naturally, familiar to 
the advocates of Ihii doctrine, they got 
around the difficulty by employing the 
wvcalled allegorical interpretation of the 
Scriptures Usin g this method, they 
sought for a secret, supposedly "spirtfual" 
meaning behind TtlT aCTlial meaning ol 
the words, even where iftls meaning was 
n I Ii ail intended by the wilier. 0 -m 
selves. 


- 

The consequence was that the inter¬ 
preters of the Bible did not fed that they 
were hound to the actual meaning of the 
writings, but simply read into them what 
they were Irving to prove nt the time. 
Thus it is tiue that, ostensibly, great rev¬ 
erence was paid to the Bible. It was 
placed upon silken altar covers and 
revered its » divine hook. 

But in reality, precisely through this 
ostensible honor that was given to il. it 
was often deprived of its real effect and 
importance. This allegoric al interpreta¬ 
tion. which w as indispensable to t he doc- 
i rmc o f vcrb aI inspiration, did not s ubject 
itself hu mbly to the word of the Holy 
Scriptures, as it i magined. Il buri ed the 
Rifle i n a nimb us of divinity and more 
and more il st amped upon il the m ind 
of its interpreter s. 

In imp. riNAt analysis. only when the 
human side of the Bible is faced and 
taken senously can the_Bible also make 
its divine meaning effectual. Bui how arc 
we to perceive the divine meaning in this 
human form 1 ' Perhaps an illustration 
mav help us to find an answer to this 
question. 

Occasionally over the radio we hcar'i 
some important speech or communica¬ 
tion which is of decisive importance for • 
(he destmv of our country or for our \ 
personal life. We are not hearing the I 
speaker talk directly Co us. and the transr 
mission ol his words is seldom so perfect 
that we cannot tell the difference between 
this and an address made to us directly; 
perhaps the receiver is not Iree of static 
or properly adjusted, so lh.lt all kinds of 
other voices keep interfering. There may 
he atmospheric disturbances that impair 
Jhc clarity of reception. In short, inter¬ 
ference and fading may play havoc with 
the wave lengths. 

Under such conditions there may be 


radio listeners who would prefer not to 
listen at all. But there are some situa¬ 
tions in which all this makes little differ¬ 
ence to us. 'Then only one thing seems 
important to us. and that is to learn in 
one way or another what this laicful 
communication has to say to us. The 
stronger this desire is. the more will we 
forget the disturbance* as we listen. 

So it is with those who seriously want 
to hear in the Bible the words ih.it prom¬ 
ise to give them a message about the 
meaning, the destiny, and the purpose of 


I 
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their life. They will not be much trou¬ 
bled when scholars point out that there 
me many Breaks and faults in the Trans¬ 
mission^^ the divine speech and action 
The only important thing for them will 
be the passionat e desire to learn whether 
it is God w ho is sp eakmg_hcre nut what 
he is saying 

In this ULUvrRA rtUN we have de¬ 
scribed the first (.onclusion we must ar¬ 
rive at when we ask the question as to 
how tar the Bible is the Word of («xl 
according to the teaching of the church. 
true w ho prefers to express himself very | 
precisely might perhaps say that the Bible \ 
is not GiuFs limncd i.iu in- ,, i 

a Human ren deri ng ol it; men like Kmh ' 
and Jeremiah reproduce in hi’iiiau mds [ 
tl.it K .• V Ii .is lew ile.; I > "• m 

Historical writers give an account of 
the events and clleets piodticcd by the 
divine Word in individual men and a 
whole nation. The evangelists. Matthew, 
Mark, Luke, and John, give an account 
of the Word of God which they had 
"seen and heard" (I John 1:1) in Jesus 
Christ, whom they called the "Word of 
God made flesh." 

Letter writers in the time of the apos¬ 
tles set down in writing the Word of Ciod 
which they drew f rom their encounter 
wi th Chr ist and which, in their preac hing, 
became the Word of God to the people? 


I 


of their time . • 

therefore, according to the Christian 
view, the Bible is a human reproduction 
of divine revelation, imperfe ct, a s is 
everything human, and yet, despite this' 
impel lectio n, widely reco gnized in bu¬ 
rn..n hearts e the Word liinumli which 
<ToiTm¥les known his will to men. shows 1 


them his way, and res cues their souk 
from a thousand tears. 


To b* coirtiB««<J Rest week 


?0 


The Lutheran 


Jaauerv II. I9bl 
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The Meaning of Believing in the Virgin Birth 


God in the Son of Man, Jesus Christ 


If we of the twentieth century arc to understand anil believe 
the Christian creed concerning the birth of Jesus, it will depend 
on our understanding what is essential in it for the New Testa¬ 
ment and the whole Christian church. The essential tiling is 
not the natural process that took place at the birth of Jesus. 
When the Bible presents its accounts of miracles the question 
as to whether or not God employed the customary orders of 
nature is irrelevant. The "babe wrapped in swaddling cloths’* 


with the fact that the story of the miraculous act of God in the 
body of Mary docs not occur at all in the writings of the two 
great apostles, Paul and John, even though the center of their 
message is the confession of Jesus Christ, the Son of God and 
Saviour of the world. The evangelist Matthew traces the lineage 
of Jesus from David to Joseph (not to Mary), but then goes 
on to narrate the account of the virgin birth of Jesus which 
was current in the primitive Christian church. Today we can no 


is the sign of the condescending goodness of God, not of the^"|onger ascertain whether Mary herself, who would have been 


natural process in the body of his mother. It was n ot th e excl u-. 
sion of Joseph from the birt h of J esus but rather the sovereign] 
intervention of God tha t was the important thing to the primi-. 
live church. For the primitive church the question whether God 
used only Mary or also Joseph as an instrument and vessel of 
his purpose was not the central question at all. This accords 
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the only person in a position to do so, recounted to the disciples 
of Jesus the miracle story of the virgin birth. It may also be 
possible that this story was an attempt on the part of the 
primitive Christian church and the generations following to 
explain the miracle of the unique, God-dedicated personality of 
Jesus. If this were the case, then the story of the birth of Jesus 
would be a figurative, c hild]ikx_inter pretation of tha t stateme nt 
which, according 
from God (John 8:23V 
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On 10th Anniversary of UN. 
People of Many Faiths Prayed for 


September, 1955 


PEACE FOR ALL NATIONS 


T ODAY, in the United Nations 
mankind finds new hope for the 
achievement of peace. 

This hope was given dramatic ex¬ 
pression last June 19 when some 16,000 
persons of every race, creed and color 
assembled in San Francisco’s Cow Pal¬ 
ace to pray together for peace and 
pledge their support to the United Na¬ 
tions. 

Under the vaulted dome of the mam¬ 
moth auditorium men and women of 
all walks of life prayed in the words 
of their faith for world peace with 
justice. 

They were Christians and Jews, 
Buddhists and Confucianists, Hindus 
and Moslems — men whose names are 
household words around the world, and 
workaday folk. 

► Th e y called God hy different names 
— speaking to Him in different tongues, 
hu t thcllream for peace in their heart s 
was tfic~samc — and the prayers on their 
lips ecWecl the prayers of people 
around the world. 

Initiated hy the San Francisco Coun¬ 
cil of Churches, the Festival of Faith 
was a symbol for all men of the one¬ 
ness of their aspirations and acknowl¬ 
edgment of their dependency upon a 
jjower transcending their own. 

The spirit of the gathering was ex¬ 
pressed in the words of the two main 
speakers. John Foster Dulles, Secretary 
of State, and Sir Leslie Munro, 
K.C.M.C., Ambassador of New Zealand 
to the United States and delegate to 
the United Nations. 


It was echoed in the words of the 
presiding officer, I)r. O. Frederick Noldc, 
of Philadelphia, who is the director of 
tRe Commission of the Churches on 
International Affairs, jointly sponsored 
by the World Council of Churches and 
the International Missionary Council. 

"Our participation this afternoon is 
not with any limitation but with a 
fuller expression of the freedom which 
we enjoy: it is not in betrayal of, but 
in deep fidelity to whatever faith each 
of us may profess. Without obscuring 
our differences of conviction, we share 
a common concern in the United Na¬ 
tions, and we know that its objectives 
cannot be attained if spiritual realities 
and resources are ignored. 

"This Festival of Faith is a dramatic 
symbol of commitment by people of 
differing religious convictions to the 
struggle for world peace with justice, 
freedom and truth.” 

jligli point of the p rayer meeting wa s 
t he recitation together ot tlie Kcspon- 
sive Reading composed of sentence s 
From tlie sacred books of the six fault s 
represented—Christian, Tewish, Moslem , 
Buddhist. Hindu and Confucian, 

News ot the FcsUval of Faith circled 
the world. The story was front page in 
Guam and in Bombay and in cities 
across tlie U.S.A. 

"The most wonderful prayer meet¬ 
ing I ever attended." commented a Chi¬ 
cago Daily Nnvs writer. 

"Unprecedented proof of mankind's 
common aspirations — a spiritual ser¬ 
vice so magnificently staged few among 


the congregation arc ever likely to for¬ 
get . . .” said the San Francisco Ex¬ 
aminer. 

“(A meeting) to signify and bulwark 
their belief in the brotherhood of man.” 
wrote another. 

'Fhe story behind the organization of 
"The Festival of Faith” is one of the 
leadership and vision of dedicated men 
and women. It is also one of weeks of 
hard work, committee meetings, trans¬ 
continental phone calls and mountains 
of paper work. 

As the council's executive director. 
Dr. John A. Gardner carried the major 
staff responsibility for the undertaking. 

The initial idea for the service came 
from Mrs. William Lister Rogers, 
council president. Following approval 
of preliminary plans by the council’s 
board of directors, Dr. Gardner and 
Mrs. Rogers organized a series of lunch¬ 
eons and interviews with leaders of 
various faiths to determine their inter¬ 
est in participating — “each in his own 
manner” — in praying for peace and di¬ 
vine guidance for the United Nations." 

There were meetings with the bearded 
patriarchs of the Molokan sect, with 
Mormons, Christian Scientists, Seventh 
Day Adventists, with Buddhist priests 
and Hindu swami. 

There were also negotiations with the 
Board of Rabbis of Northern California 
and with the Roman Catholic Arch¬ 
diocese, which initially agreed to take 

I part in the services and then decided 
to arrange for prayers for peace and the 
United Nations on a parochial level the 


i 



Prayer Group and Choir Section at the San Francisco Festival of Faith in the Cow Palace on the occasion of the United Nations’ 
Tenth Anniversary. Left to right: (behind the lectern) Dr. 0. Frederick Nolde , who presided; Swami Ashokannnda . Mr. Mohammed 
AL -.ied Rad wan . Rabbi Klliot H. Burstein , Rev. Paul S. Fiofini a. l)r| John “^.Gardner . Dr. Paul P. Fling audlMr. Arthnr L. Dahl, Jr . 

ft$3km dew eirfeTn Prote^t-r-^i 6uj37yS7T 0jxi> 

f> . o.-tw.** an national council outlook 






Festival marked it as one of the city’s 
biggest news events of the year. Forty- 
three newspaper and press services were 
represented in the press box. including 
the Voice of America and the United 
States Information Agency. Direct pick¬ 
ups or re-plays of high points were car¬ 
ried by 47 radio stations and by three of 
the city’s TV stations. 

The Festival itself represented both 
a triumph of organization and a symbol 
to all the world of man's hope for 
peace. "lt_is_probably true that such an 
inclusiv e assembly has never before 
Ijeen^^achicved^jinaviri^^ Dr. 

Gardner commented. 

“The forces of the world’s religions 
as represented in a great cosmopolitan 
city were brought to bear on the efforts 
for peace of all nations.” 


same day. (The same decision was 
reached by the Missouri Synod Luther¬ 
ans.) In some meetings it was necessary 
to use an interpreter. 

From these sessions was organized an 
interfaith Steering Committee the active 
sponsoring body, which held meet¬ 
ings every week for the eight weeks 
preceding the Festival. Each of these, 
was lzetu m with devotions ! > •■ a leader 
ol <>7tc <>1 the faith s a nd ended with a 
cin le of meditation , a ll joining hands 
! to~ oray sTlcntly tog ether. 

' Council offices were used as festival 
headquarters and the council loaned its 
staff for the job. 

Production of the service involved 
arrangements such as staging, painting 
and installation of the backdrop (90 
feet wide and 65 feet high, the largest 
ever placed at Cow Palace), Moral ar¬ 
rangements. negotiations for television 
and radio coverage and contacts with 
the State Department and the Voice of 
America. 

It involved distribution of 16,000 
lit kets in the face of widespread de¬ 
mand from the churches and public far 
exceeding the number available. It ne¬ 
cessitated press conferences, news re¬ 
leases. editing of programs, preparation 
of resolutions and, following the service, 
the printing of 2.000 additional pro¬ 
grams to meet public demands for 
extra topics. 

Matters of protocol were a problem, 
too. including the scaling arrangements 
for the 257 United Nations delegates 
who attended. Music had to he agreed 
upon, obtained and distributed to tlie 
1 2,000 singers. 

Conferences were held with United 
Nations officials and Mrs. Rogers visited 
Washington, D.C., on a mission to com¬ 
plete final arrangements. Transcontin¬ 
ental phone calls were a daily occur¬ 
rence. 

There were problems, too, on the 
composition of the service. Rabbi 
Klliot M. Kurstcin. president of the 
Hoard ol Rabbis of Northern California, 
arranged for the composition ol prayers 
by local leaders ol the respective faiths. 
As his work advanced, it was discovered 
that the local Moslem Society represent¬ 
ed a small gToup ill Pakistan and its 
leader could not appropriately call the 
Moslem world to prayer. This leader’s 
prayer could be included on the pro¬ 
gram for local use, but there must also 
be a prayer directly from the Koran. 
The Committee set about to find a rep¬ 
resentative of the world body of Mos- 
Ients to give the call to prayer. The 
Buddhists also had important divisions 
and it was necessary to include two 
prayers for them. 

The Steering Committee had earlier 
determined that appeals should t>c made 
to the headquarters of the various faiths 


Mrs. William Lister Rogers, the president, 
and Dr. John A. Gardner, the director of 
the San Francisco Council of Churches 


in the nation and the world for reso¬ 
lutions to be presented at the meeting 
and then submitted to the United Na¬ 
tions. Under the direction of Louis 1*. 
Gainsborough of the American Acad¬ 
emy of Asian Studies, representatives 
of l.'l Moslem nations were brought to¬ 
gether in New York to discuss their 
participation. They framed a resolution 
which quoted Iroin the Koran to prove 
that the Charter of the United Nations 
is consistent with the Islamic faith. 

The Moslem Nations sent a represen¬ 
tative. at tlteii own expense. Dr.’ Ma¬ 
hon nd Yousef Shawarbi, professor at 
Cairo University, to read their resolu¬ 
tion. Mr. Gainsborough cabled Ceylon 
to obtain a resolution from the Presi¬ 
dent of the World Fellowship of Bud- 
dhists, Dr. G. P. Malalasekera. This 
was read by H.R.If. Prince Wan 
Wailhayakon of Thailand. A resolution 
came from G. 1„ Mehta. Ambassador 
from India, representing the Hindu faith. 
Dr. Charles Malik read a resolution for 
the Greek Orthodox faith, in which he 
presented his own convictions, and read 
part of a statement by Michael, Arch¬ 
bishop of the Greek Orthodox Church 
in North and South America, whith was 
prepared lor this meeting. Strong tit per¬ 
sonal conviction as he is. Dm tor Malik 
had to express Ins own conscience. The 
Synagogue Council of America drew up 
a statement for the meeting as did the 
General Board of the National Council 
of Churches. The latter statement was 
read by I)r. Walter W. Van Kirk, exec¬ 
utive director of the Council’s Depart¬ 
ment of International Affairs. 

The musical portion of the program 
was under the direction of the famed 
conductor Robert Shaw, who led a 
chorus of 2,000 singers, also represent¬ 
ing many faiths. 

To carry the cost of the meeting — 
more than $7,500 — Mrs. Rogers organ¬ 
ized a group of sponsors to ocrupy 750 
of the 1.250 box scats in the auditorium. 
At the event itself an offering was 
taken for the United Nations Childrens 
Fund and radio and TV audiences sent 
in additional gifts for the fund which 
made the total over $4,000. 

Press, radio and TV coverage of the 
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Which God? 

Nothing that we might photographi¬ 
cally reproduce could prove apostasy 
more completely than the document 
from the National Council Outlook 
for September, 1955. Here the of¬ 
ficial organ of the National Council of 
the Churches of Christ in the United 
States, representing 35 million people, 
as the Council claims, puts its stamp 
of approval upon and enthusiastically 
praises the program of the Festival 
of Faith held in support of the United 
Nations, June 19, 1955, in San Fran¬ 
cisco, Calif. The National Council’s 
magazine tells the story in detail and 
it should he read by every Christian 
throughout -the world. Everything 
we have previously said about this 
blasphemous Festival of Faith, in 
which the many gods of the heathen 
were appealed to in a united service 
“of prayer for peace and divine guid¬ 
ance to the United Nations,” is con¬ 
firmed here. Actually, Protestant lead- j 
ership in San Francisco and the Na¬ 
tional Council of Churches and the 
World Council of Churches provided 
the stimulus and the initiative for the 
setting up of this worship service with 
the heathen deities. 

Dr. John A. Gardner, director of the 
San Francisco Council of Churches, 
goes beyond the statement wc have 
previously made that nothing of this 
kind had., been held 1>efore in the 
United States. He includes the en¬ 
tire world, for he says, “It is probably 
true that such an inclusive assembly 
has never before been achieved in a 
single service.” 

I 

THE TRUE AND THE 
LIVING GOD 

The Christian religion claims that 
there is only one God, true and living, 
“For all the gods of the nations are 
idols: hut the Ix>rd made the heavens” 
(Psa. 96:5). 

The National Council Outlook says, 
“They called God by different names— 
speaking to Him in different tongues.” 
“They called God by different 
names”! Is Allah the same God as the 
God of the Christian? Is Buddha the 
same God? Are Buddha. Confucius, 
\llah, and the other gods of these pa- 
jan religions the same God as the God 
Df the Scriptures? Is that what we 
have? The Bible says that they are 
idols. 

Here the National Council of 
Churches, through its leadership, 
joined with idol worships in a peti¬ 
tion for divine guidance. 

The picture that the National Coun¬ 
cil uses in its magazine shows the rep¬ 
resentatives of these various faiths 
standing unitedly together with bowed 
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heads. We have alsfl photographically 
reproduced the first page of the Fes¬ 
tival of Faith program to refresh out 
readers concerning the facts. 

What has happened to Christianity 
when the gods of these heathen are 
recognized as the same God as the 
God and Father of our Lord Jesus 
Christ—simply addressed by different 
names? “They called God by different 
names”! Now who among th£ various 
denominations in the National Coun¬ 
cil will lift up his voice against this 
blasphemy and iniquity ? It is a be¬ 
trayal of the Christian religion, done 
in the name of unity for peace. 

II 

THE HOLY SCRIPTURES 

The National Council’s official or¬ 
gan tells us, “High point of the prayer 
meeting was the recitation together of 
the Responsive Reading composed of 
sentences from the sacred books of 
the six faiths represented—Christian, 
Jewish, Moslem, Buddhist, Hindu 
and Confucian.” The infallible and 
holy Word of God was mingled, co- 
iningled, and placed on the same level 
with the words of the Koran, the 
Bhagavad-Gita, the Sayings of Con¬ 
fucius. What they did to God in 
their appeal to Him through these 
false deities, they have now done to 
His holy Word. The Bible takes its 
place as one sacred hook, among other 
sacred lxioks, instead of being, as it is 
indeed, the only infallible rule of faith 
and practice, the only written Word 
of God which exists or ever will 
exist for men! 

Here is apostasy represented in the 
activity and co-operation of the Na¬ 
tional Council of the Churches of 
Christ in the United States of Amer¬ 
ica! 

Who will lift his voice and come to 
the help of the Lord against the 
mighty ? 

III 

UNITED DEVOTIONS 

The National Council Outlook's 
story explains that preceding the actual 
united worship service “an interfaith 
Steering Committee" . . . “held meet¬ 
ings every week for the eight weeks 
preceding the Festival. Each of these 
was begun with devotions by a leader 
of one of the faiths and ended with 
a circle of meditation, all joining hands 
to pray silently together.’ Thus, a 
Buddhist or a follower of Allah led 
the devotions for the Christians, and to 
show their oneness and unity all 
joined hands. The physical union of 
the hands of the Christian and the 
Mohammedan, the Buddhist and the 
Confucian, the Hindu and the Jew, 
could not join their gods together. 

It is the Christian who has deserted 
his God and denied his faith. To those 


who believe in many gods and think 
that all religions are but different 
roads to the same God or the same 
end, such a program as this could be 
possible. It >s only when a Christian 
accepts such a view that it is possible 
for him to participate. Th ; is exactly 
what the leadership of the National 
Council of Churches has done in join¬ 
ing in this service—all have the same 
God, just different names and differ¬ 
ent approaches! 

Arc these men not concerned about 
what God may think of their United 
Nations, or what the fiving and true 
God may think of their working 
with these idolatrous religions? Let 
them read again Psalm 115:1-9: 

‘Not unto us, O Lord, not unto us, 
hut unto thy name give glory, for thy 
mercy, and for thy truth's sake. 
Wherefore should the heathen say. 
where is now their God? But our God 
is in the heavens: he hath done what¬ 
soever he hath pleased. Their idols 
are silver and gold, the work of men’s 
hands. They have mouths, but they 
speak not: eyes have they, but they 
sec not: they have ears, but they hear 
not: noses have they, but they smell 
not: they have hands, but they handle 
not: feet have they, but they walk 
not: neither speal. they through their 
throat. They that make them are 
like unto them; so is every one that 
trusteth in them. O Israel, trust thou 
in the Lord: he is their help and 
their shield.” 

The struggle over the New Bible, 
the Revised Standard Version, has 
stirred Christians of I his country, and 
now this iniquitous, blasphemous serv¬ 
ice in behalf of the United Nations is 
also making a great stir. It should! 
And everyone who loves the living $tnd 
the true God should defend the honor 
of His name and carry the report of 
this blasphemy to every member con¬ 
nected with the National Council of 
Churches. 

One sees the approach which is 
made for such a.service. The desire 
for peace on the part of all those va¬ 
rious religious groups is used as llie 
basis or common tie, hut they project 
this on up through ? united service 
of worship, united devotions, and a 
declaration that, “They called God by. 
different names,” which is a complete 
repudiation of the Christian faith. 

The Christi3n Bea<son 
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One observer said: "Dr. Nolde re¬ 
peatedly warns against designating 
one si tit to an international dispute as 
completely right and the other side, 
completely wrong. He frankly tells the. 
churches that their pronouncements 
dealing only with general Christian 
principles arc inadequate for a world 
divided by conflicting ideologies. He 
enjoins them to develop new tech¬ 
niques for an effective Christian wit¬ 
ness. He constantly opposes all in¬ 
fringements of religious liberty, 
whether committed by churches, agen¬ 
cies, or governments. War to Fred 
Nolde is a manifestation of an inter¬ 
national disease. His chief aim: to 
create a climate in which peace with 
juslice can be achieved." 


More than once the work of Dr. 
Nolde, the United Nations, and the 
Commission of the Churches on Inter¬ 
national Affairs has averted war. 
That is not to say that the actions of 
the UN are at all times in line with 
Christian teachings. But Christians 
would do well to realize that while the 
UN is far from perfect, a dissolution 
of the UN would Ik* still further from 
perfect. We do not need to apologize 
for the fact that very few Lutheran 
p:istors will preach about the UN next 
Sunday. Quite probably what they will 
preach will be more edifying than 
much of the pseudo-intellectual motith- 
ings about world peace that will pass 
for sermons. But Lutherans will be 
acting loss than mature if they ignore 
the UN altogether or regard it with 
cynicism. 


Martin Luther King 

when he led fellow-Negroes in their 
efforts to end segregation on local 


ur. Conrad BcrgcndojT . p resi¬ 
dent of Augu-tann Lutheran Col¬ 
leen at Hock Island. 111., is one 
of 13 Protestant church leaders 
who will visit the Soviet Union 
for Ihree weeks this summer ns 
irucsIs of the Russian Oithodox 
Church. 

The group, representing a cross 
section of major American church 
bodies, will make the trip starl¬ 
ing Aug. 25 under the auspices of 
1 1 he National Council of Churches. 

A return trip to the United 
Stales by Russian churchman is 
planned next February. The ex¬ 
change is planned "to increase 
jmutual understanding of church 
I life and to further friendly iela- 
itions between ih-* churches” of 
I the two countries. 

■ The tentative agenda for intcr- 
|church discussions to be ronduet- 
jed in Moscow this summer in- 
Ieludes topics on contemporary 
theological trends in churches of 
'both countries and consideration! 
!*»f church efforts to advance, 
I peace in the world. The relation- ( 
jship of the Christian Gospel to 
science and social concerns also 
will ho examined. 

Dr. Bergendoff. tie* only T»u- 
l heron in he group traveling to 
Russia, is regarded as one of 
'the denomination's outstanding 
theolpgiai 


One of Ihe men who has been as re¬ 
sponsible as anyone in being a liaison 
between the churches and the United 
Nafons is a Lutheran, J)r n Fmrtcrir^ 
Nolde (pictured on this page and on the 
cover b Dr. Nolde is the dean of the 
graduate school ot the Lutheran The^ 
ological Seminary, Philadelphia (ULCA). 
He is better known, however, as the di¬ 
rector of the Commission of the Churches 
on International Affairs. Dr. Nolde has 
made 50 trans-occanic flights in the last 
10 years to make the voice of the 
churches heard in the chancelleries of 
powerful nations. At the Big Four meet¬ 
ing in Berlin, at Ihe “summit” confer¬ 
ence in Geneva (where he addressed a 
memorandum to each head of a partic¬ 
ipating government), and at the inter¬ 
national conference on atomic energy, 
he was a known and trusted friend of 
the men who make world policy. 

October 19, 195 


Dr. O. Frederick Nolde is considered by 
many as a new kind of Christian diplo¬ 
mat, who is able to make analyses of 
present problems and arrive at conclu¬ 
sions that will stand historical evaluation 
a decade hence.—RNS photograoh 
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Nolde trails tor Arms Malt 

A •' Christian and American author¬ 
ity on international affairs called for 
a halt to the “madness” ol continued 
nuclear weapons testing and arms 
competition at the WCC meeting in 
New Delhi. 

Declaring that “in the crucible of 
this nuclear space age. Cod is testing 
the worthiness of His creatures to 
continue their existence on earth,” 
Dr. C). Frederick Nolde of New York, 
dean of the graduate school of Lu¬ 
theran Theological Seminary (ULCA), 
cast doubt on the sanity of those who 
contend that "the testing of multi¬ 
megaton nuclear weapons will pro¬ 
mote security." 

» s 

“The reality in the case is that it 

accelerates the armaments race anti 
enlarges the risk of catastrophic de¬ 
struction,” asserted Dr. Nolde, who is 
director of the Commission of the 
Churches on International Affairs. 

The CCJA is a joint agency of the 
World Council of Churches and the 
International Missionary Council, 
which were integrated into a single 
organization at the opening session ol 
the WCC’s Third Assembly. 

“Wl>ile peace rests tenuously upon 
a balance ol terror, security in depth 
will Ik* found onlv when the spirit 
controls the products oi science,” Dr. 
Nolde told a plenary session of the 
Assembly. 


L/l* 1* 1 clllKlltl VsItUfv I I V/l 

the ULCA and chairman of the Cen¬ 
tral Committer of the WCC, said that 
one can not fairly judge the dynamic 
of an assembly at this early stage 
when committees and sections an* at 
work and before their rc|x>rts have 
been received, discussed, and acted 
upon. 

Dr. Krv also called attention to tlu- 
long |XTiods of devotion or Bible 
study held each morning and noted 
that at the devotional services every¬ 
one was in his place. Dr. Frv added 
that lor the first time there has brim 
prayer at meetings of the Business 
Committee of the Assembly. 

I Turning to the ( 
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.onununism issue 
|Dr. Frv said many reports and dis 
leussions had brought forth or woiil< 
bring forth statements that imping' 
Ion the Communist ideology. Surely 
[la- added, a Communist would not Iv 


NEWS 


Dr. Schiotz Elected to WCC 
Central Committee 

Dr. Fredrik A. Schiotz, president ol 
the American Lutheran Church, was 
elected a member of the Central 
Committee of the World Council of 


Churches at its New Delhi Assembly. 

Named to the 120-inemlx*r Com¬ 
mission on Faith and Order of the 
WCC were two ALC clergym en, 
namely. Dr. Loth Bridston, ol Vnn- 
’is, formerly the executive sce- 
of the commission and current- 
aged in a study of pre-theolog- 
lucation; and Dr. Theodore Lie- 
>f the faculty of the Evangelical 
Lutheran Theological Seminary, Co¬ 
lumbus. Ohio. 

A total of 16 Lutherans were 
named to the lOO-incmber Central 
Committee, 'flic figure of 100 mem¬ 
bers, an increase of 10 from the pre¬ 
vious total of 90, reflects the integra¬ 
tion of the World Council and the 
International Missionary Council and 
the growing membership of the 
WCC, which now includes 198 
churches in some 60 countries. 

In addition to Dr. Schiotz, one 
other Lutheran from the U.S. was 
elected to the Central Committee, lie 
is Dr. Franklin (dark Fry, president 
of the United Lutheran Church in 
America and former central commit¬ 
tee chairman. 

The Central Committee governs 
WCC between assemblies held every 



The delegation from the Russian Orthodox Church is shown leaving the Assembly Hall to 
take part in the opening procession of the Third Assembly of the World Council of 
Churches in New Delhi, India. The WCC received the Russian church and 22 other church 
bodies into membership.—WCC photo 


ALC official delegates to the WCC Assembly at New Delhi, India, are shown outside the 
Vighan Bhavan, New Delhi, India. In the back row, left to right, are the Rev. L Brown, 
Dr. E. C. Fendt, Dr. William Larson, Dr. A. N. Rogness, and Dr. Gaylerd Falde. In the 
front row are Dr. Dorothy Haas. Dr. H. F. Schuh, Dr. R. W. Miottel, and Dr. F. A. Schioti. 







Report on religion in Russia 
Nobody had supplied 


a good explana¬ 
tion ol why Russians were letting* hun¬ 
dreds of westerners visit their country 
this summer, or why dozens ol Russian 
citizens are permitted to travel in western 
Europe and America. Hut church lead- 
eis on both skies of the Iron Curtain took 
the opportunity to get acquainted. 

I wo Lutherans—archbishops of Es¬ 
tonia and Latvia—were in England this 
month with lour Russian Orthodox 
clergymen and two Russian Baptists. 
I hey gave highly favorable reports of the 
church situation in their homeland. 
About 240,000 l utherans attend church 
regularly in Latvia, said Archbishop 
August Turs. 

I want to assure you/' said Russian 
O rthodox Archbishop Pitirim . “that the 
church is Irec and irulepernrent.‘ > A reli¬ 
gious revival, he said, is underway in the 
Soviet Union. There are 1,500 young 
men in training for the priesthood in 
eight theological seminaries. 
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Spokesmen for West 
Dr. Fry and Dr. Visser 't Hooft 


gifts is far more significant than their 
cash value. Dr. Empie emphasized. The 
gifts have had an "important bearing on 
the course of contemporary Lutheran 
church history” and have kept alive “un¬ 
counted thousands of persons,” the NLC 
executive said. 

Dr. Pry to represent West 

Russian churches are interested in 
closer ties with the Christians of the 
West, the World Council of Churches 
Central Committee was told at its meet¬ 
ing early this month at Galvatetoe, Hun¬ 
gary. In response to overtures from west¬ 
ern church leaders, Russian Orthodox 
officials had asked for a conference at 
which they might discuss further possi¬ 
ble participation in the ecumenical 
movement. 

To talk with the Russian delegates, the 
Central Committee named its two top 
officials. Dr. Franklin Clark Fry, United 
Lutheran Church president and commit¬ 
tee chairman, and Dr. W. A. Visser ’t 
Hocft, WCC general secretary. The 
conference will probably be held in Paris 
In January, 1957. 

Auetili 22, I95S 


Dr. Fry had previously conducted in¬ 
formal discussions about Russian church 
participation in the World Council. He 
met with Metropolitan Nikolai, second- 
ranking Russian Orthodox prelate, at 
Moscow last March and again in the U.S. 
in June, in mese talks, ur. Fry reported, 


he found that the Russian Church "does 
not reluse to cnange its attitude toward 
t he World Council and that its views on 
peace are “now in complete accord" wi th 

those of the WCC. 

- 

English primate favors move 

"Close relations” between the World 
Council and the Russian Orthodox 
Church “can make a great contribution 
to the advancement of international 


that the 


church affairs,” Dr. Geoffrey Francis 
Fisher, Archbishop of Canterbury, said 
in an interview in Vienna last week. Dr. 


Fisher was vacationing in Austria after 
attending the WCC Central Committee 
meeting. 

The Russian church, under the Soviet 


regime, has "a large amount of freedom 
within a small space, and the faithful can 
freely worship and utter Christian truth,” 
the English churchman averred. 

At the same press conference the arch¬ 
bishop decried Roman Catholic suppres¬ 
sion of freedom of other churches in 


some parts of the world. "I admire the 
Catholic Church in many respects and 
have made many efforts during the last 
two years to establish closer links be¬ 
tween the two churches,” he said, adding 
that he regretted Roman Catholic pres¬ 
sure to prevent other Christian bodies 
from exercising free worship in some 
lands. Spain and Colombia, both domi¬ 
nantly R.oman Catholic countries, have 
been hotspots of religious persecution. 


Niemoeller calls for compromise 

It’s not enough to be reconciled with 
God, Dr. Martin Niemoeller, conrrover- 
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BOOK 


j Fosdick Finale 

What Is Vital in Religion. By Ha^y Emerson Fcsdiclt. Harper. 238.pages. $3. 

Dr. Fosdick announces in his preface that this is his last volume of sermons. Far from 
being swan songs and valedictories, these sermons are trumpets blowing reveille. They 
are t he cogent witness of a towering Christian of our lime to what he deems "the great 
affirmations of the Christian faith: God is: Christ is his revealer: man is the child of the 
Eternal Spirit; there is an eternal purpose which he purposed in Christ; all men are members 
one of another; love is the law of life."- 


Impatient with “ecclesiasticism." “the 
trivialities and sectarian littleness of the 
church.” “formal conventional religion.” 
“the old slavery of dogmatic creeds.” Dr. 
Fosdick pleads for “real Christianity." that 
is "a daily personal practical reliance upon 
God.” Pleaching as “a liberal to liberals." 
he warns of shallow liberalism without root¬ 
age. lacking the dimension of depth, of 
"Christianity reduced to a practical, ethical 
way of life.” He secs “the renaissance of 
doctrine" as indispensable when “our world 
faces now a prodigious choice: Christ or 
anti-Christ.” (A crisis not peculiar to 1955. 


Interpreting Old Testament 

From Faith to Faith. By 8 . Davie Napier. 
Harper. 210 pages. $3. 

This is a book about the Old Testament 
by a professor at Yale University. The au¬ 
thor has chosen his title well, for he desires 
most to delineate the faith of those who pro¬ 
duced the Old Testament. He analyzes the 
literary characteristics of each section of the 
Old Testament before he proceeds to its the¬ 
ological message. 

Over one-third of the book is devoted to 
a study of Genesis, and the author reveals 
his viewpoint by his titles: “Myth” for the 


but our immemorial emergency! i 
The most widely known liberal preacher 
of our century sets it down as sober judg¬ 
ment: “Man is a sinner: there is truth in that 
old doctrine of original sin—something fun¬ 
damentally wrong in us from which we des¬ 
perately need to be saved, and from which 
science alone cannot save us. nor education 
dme, nor any automatic evolution, only 
w..at the New Testament calls the grace of 
God. forgiveness, spiritual rebirth, being in¬ 
wardly transformed by the renewing of our 
minds.” 


From any homilerica! standpoint, these 
sermons are superlative preaching—the in¬ 
spiration and despair of the test of us with 
the same awesome mandate to make God 
real and Christianity credible in our time 
This is great pleaching that probes past ou 
shining modern facades, exposing ard inter¬ 
preting to men where they live the deep, 
abiding mornings of the human situation in 
the light of the eternal. Di Fosdick closes 
his career at bis top level. 

PhtliHrfphln William O. Moyer 


chapter about Genesis 1-11, and “Legend" I 
for the chapter covering the rest of Genesis.^ 
He speaks of etiological stories, of collec- | 
irons by the Yahwist and the Elohist. and 
of postexilic priestly editing. 

The book is abreast of the latest theories 
and discoveries. It states that a late source 
is not necessarily untrustworthy, and that 
all history includes interpretation. There is 
mention of recent archeological testimony 
to the historical accuracy of much in the 
biblical narratives. The whoie theological 
perfective is similar, of course, to the con¬ 
temporary emphasis in biblical studies. 
Though five types of literature are discerned, 
o unity of message is found to prevail 
throughout the Old Testament. 

The author's most distinctive contribution 
appears in the parallels he traces between 
three of the patriarchs and the three periods 
of Israelite history, between Joseph and the 
Messiah, between Saul and Adam, and be¬ 
tween David and Cain. For the average 
r id-, it will not be the literary criticism 
but the lively reproduction of situations 
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THE YEAR 

IN THE CHURCHES 


The spotlight on church news swung 
in wide arcs during 1956. Its rays pierced 
the Iron Curtain to bring direct informa¬ 
tion and contact with the churches of 
the Soviet Union. Important datelines 
heralded not only the major capitals of 
the world, but some out-of-the-way 
places: Tranquebar, India; Gilbulla. Aus¬ 
tralia; Galyatetoe, Hungary; and Clinton, 
Tennessee. 

Sometimes the news was good—as 
when Bishop Ordass gained full freedom 
or when U.S. Lutherans made remark¬ 
ably good headway in efforts toward 
union. Sometimes it was bad—an in¬ 
creased flow of homeless thousands be¬ 
cause of strife in Central Europe, or a 
growing tension because of racial an¬ 
tagonism. 

INTERNATIONAL 

A group of American church leaders 
attended the Russian ballet performance 
at Moscow’s Bolshoi Theater one Sunday 
evening in Lent. It wasn’t their normal 
choice. It reflected efforts of Soviet of¬ 
ficials to roll out th£ red carpet in honor 
of the visit of an American church dele¬ 
gation to Red Russia. 

Nine U.S. churchmen—including the 
ULCA’s President Franklin Clark Fry— 
spent ten days in Russia to establish 
friendly contact with the Christians of 
that land. Two months later the visit was 
returned when eight Russian church 
leaders came to the U.S. as guests of the 
National Council of Churches. Among 
the visitors were Lutheran Archbishops 
Ian Kiivit of Estonia and Gustav Turs 
of Latvia. After the visits both groups 
of churchmen agreed that “we have made 
progress toward understanding each 




AMERICANS IN MOSCOW. Dr. Fry and 
others in U.S. churches' delegation cross snowy 
Red Square during March visit to Soviet capital. 

other.’’ Future exchanges of church 
groups were expected. 

Western churchmen crossed again 
into Soviet-ruled lands in August, when 
the World Council of Churches’ execu¬ 
tive committee met in Hungary. Im¬ 
portant byproduct of this session was the 
contact made by Dr. Fry, Lutheran 
World Federation President Bishop 
Harms Lilje, and LWF Executive Secre¬ 
tary Carl Lund-Quist with Hungarian 


RUSSIANS IN PHILADELPHIA. Lutheran Archbishops Kiivit of Estonia and Turs of Latvia, 
Armenian Bishop Saak and Rustian Orthodo x Metropolitan Nikolai were among eight visiting U.S. 


FULL PARDON was given Bishop Lajos Ordass 
by Hungarian Supreme Court. Political changes 
later restored the bishop to his former post as 
head of the Lutheran—GKueeh- -of—Hungary. 


authorities to negotiate a new "trial" for 
Lutheran Bishop Lajos Ordass. Two 
months later Hungary’s Supreme Court 
■' announced that the bishop had been con¬ 
victed in 1948 on false charges, gave him 
a full pardon. Hungary’s political up- 
f heaval in October returned Bishop Ordass 
*to his former position as head of the 
Lutheran Church, deposed Communist- 

■ appointed Bishops Laszlo Dezsery and 

■ Lajos Veto. 

Roman Catholics and Communists 
came to a formal agreement in Poland. 
Cardinal Stefan Wvszynski was restored 
to church leadership. A four-man church- 
state commission then arrived at an 
agreement allowing freedom of worship, 
religious instruction in public schools, 
and the return of exiled nuns and priests. 
In return the Roman Catholic bishops 
promised to support all government 
measures based on "legality . . . social 
morality and the repairing of wrongs.” 
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(Photographed from Philadelphia Inquirer, June 9, 1956) 


THE KREMLIN’S ESPIONAGE AND TERROfl 



ORGANIZATIONS 

TESTIMONY OF PETR S. DERIABIN 


Metropolitan Nicholas, he^d of an eight-mem¬ 
ber deputation of Christian leaders from the Soviet 
Union, inspects the Liberty Bell at Independence Hall, 
as part of a 10-day visit in this country. Other Rus¬ 
sian clergyman is not identified. 


Lieutenant Colonel Aleksandr Aleksandrovich Kudriavtsev was a 
member of the Moiseyev dancers who is working for Soviet intelli¬ 
gence .for many years, and he is a colonel. Both or them were working 
with me in Moscow while I was there. 

Another example was in 1956. when the Soviet religious delegati 
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ikolai. He is not a member of 




HEARING 

BKTOBB TUX 

COMMITTEE ON UN-AMERICAN ACTIVITIES 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

EIGHTY-SIXTH CONGRESS 

FIRST SESSION 


RELEASED MARCH 17, 1069 

Mr. Arens. What are the methods used by the MGB ? 

Mr. Deriabin. Soviet intelligence most of the time is using methods 
like blackmail, bribery, and they indudeprisoners of war who spend 
some time inside the Soviet Union. They are using -immigrants. 
Sometimes they send as immigrants to another country their own j 
citizens to make some kind of spy network. Actually, they are work- \ 
ing in two ways. They use legal channels and illegal channels and 
foreign missions and exchange groups, too. 

For instance, when the Soviet delegation is going abroad, it always 
includes some intelligence or counterintelligence officers. 

For instance, in 1957 there was a Soviet delegation, a construc¬ 
tion delegation in the United States, which includes one Soviet in- I 
telligence officer whose name is Major Zagorsky, who was a mem- , 
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COMRADE NIKOLAI AND FRIENDS 


( Photographically reproduced from the Daily Worker, New York, March 8, 1956) 


PROTESTANT CHURCH LEADERS MAP PLANS FOR TRIP TO MOSCOW 




NINE PROTESTANT LEADERS who met here to discuss final plans for II-day visit with 
Christian leaders in Moscow. President were (I. to r.): Bishop D. Ward Nichols, African Methodist 
Episcopal Church; Rev. Dr, I’ranklin_Chrk l'ry . I'n ited Luther an C hurch: Paul B. Anderson, Interna¬ 
tional Committee of YWt'A; Hev. I>. Roswell P. Hamer, National Council of Churches; Kcv. Dr. 
Eugene Carson Blake, president ol the National Council of Churches; Rt. Rev. Henry TCnox Sherrill, 
Protestant Episcopal Church; Charles Coolidge Parlin, Methodist Hyman; Rev. Dr. Herbert Gezork of 
Andover Newton Theological .Seminary, and Rev. Dr. Walter XV. Van Kirk, National Council of Chitrcher. 


Russian churchmen plan to visit the U.S. in Juuo. 


PRELATE. Orthodox Metropoli¬ 
tan Nikolai is agent in secret police. 


(Associated Press Story, Aug.11, 1958) 


SOVIET AGENTS IN THE WEST 


UTRECHT, 

Aug. 11 (AP) _ 

ropolitan Nikolai said Satur¬ 
day he would recommend 
that the Russian Orthodox 
Church join the World Coun¬ 
cil of Churches. 

The church refused to 
join the council in 1948. 

The Russian churchman’s 
statement was issued at the 
end of a two-day East-West 
church conference here. 

He said the Russian Ortho¬ 
dox is expected to send ob¬ 
servers to future meetings 
of the central committee of 
the World Council of 
Churches but that member¬ 
ship would have to be de¬ 
cided by church dignitaries 
in the Soviet Union. 

Metropolitan N i k ol a i ’ s 
statement revealed some dis¬ 
agreements with Western 
church leaders over nuclear 
bomb tests and ways to 
world peace. 

The Russian church lead¬ 
er said the Russian Ortho¬ 


Netherlands, 


dox Church wants nuclear 
tests stopped without condi¬ 
tions. 

He said that if the West¬ 
ern church leaders want to 
include conditions, then 
there could be no agreement 
on this point by the Russian 
church. 

The Metropolitan said in 
an interview later that his 
church could not express a 
firm decision that it would 
become a member of the 
council. 

“I can only say that the 
next stajje is one of consul¬ 
tation with all Soviet church 
signatories,” he said. 

“There is no doubt, how¬ 
ever, that this first meeting 
has been a good basis for 
future contacts and meet¬ 
ings.” 

He said there are 22,000 
churches in Russia with 35,- 
000 priests. 

He said there era no fig¬ 
ures on the number of 
church members there. 


or enlist as spies. Other State Security officers are to be found in Soviet em¬ 
bassies and traveling delegations, where they keep an eye on touring Russians. 

Since coming to the U.S. Deriabin has amused himself by spotting former 
colleagues among visiting Russians. When he saw the Moiseyev dancers per¬ 
form in New York he spotted his old friend Lieut. Colonel Kudriavtsev 
sharing in the curtain calls as a member of the production stafT. In 1957 a 
Soviet trade delegation to the U.S. included another State Security acquaint¬ 
ance of Deriabin’s, Major Sergei Zagorsky. The major, listed as a "construc¬ 
tion engineer,” had once worked at the unconstructive job of amassing in¬ 
criminating evidence for the Moscow dossiers of East Germ;*n officials. A dele¬ 
gation sent to the U.S. in 1956 by the Russian Orthodox Patriarch of Moscow 
was headed by Metropol itan Nikolai Do rofeyevich Yarushcvich. who is both 
second-ranking prelate of the Russian Orthodox Church and a State Security 
a gent ol long standing whom Deriabin once met in Vienna . During the Brus¬ 
sels Fair Deriabin saw a news picture of a group of visitors at the U.S. exhibit. 
One of them was a State Security man from his old office in Moscow. 


(Photographed trom Life, March 23, 1959) 
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Tho preparatory study booklet for fha World Council of Churches’ forthcoming Third 
Assembly, printed in 33 languages, is entitled "Jesus Christ—the Light of the World." 

—RNS photo 

--——---Russian Christians welcomed 


WCC Presents Christ 

Jesus Christ - the Light of the 
World is the title of llu* WCCs T(>- 
png<* illustrated book, which has al¬ 
ready sold more than half a million 
copies printed in 33 languages. 

In the preface to the studv book¬ 
let. I)r. YV. A. Visser t Hooft, WCC 
genera! secretary, notes that the 
church bodies meeting in New Delhi 
through their chosen delegates Juivo 
their releva net* in the local congre¬ 
gations, in the common worship, and 
the working and living together of in¬ 
dividual Christian men and women." 
( liristians often ask how they can 
plav their part in this new ecumeni¬ 
cal movement ol our tunc,” he writes. 
“Hr *re is one opportunity.” 

The l>ook. which takes its title 
from (he theme of the Assembly, in¬ 
cludes a treatment of the I heme and 
its three sub-themes. Witness, Unity, 
and Service. It also includes eight 
Bible studies and a section on the 
World Council called “The Local 
Task in the Total Vision." 

Copies have been sold in more 
than - r ,() countries', including Eastern 
Europe. I he largest number of copies 
have been sold in the World Council 
of Churches’ three official languages— 
English, IVnn.li, and German. It is 
expected lliat about a million copies 
will have been sold by the time the 
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INTERNATIONAL 

Russian Church Seeks WCC Membership 


A development of fai reaching im¬ 
plications was seen in the announce¬ 
ment lust month that the Russian Or¬ 
thodox Church, winch has a member¬ 
ship nl at least 10.000,000 has made 
formal application Ini admission to the 
W in Id Council of Churches. 

II the application is aeccpted-it 
will he voli'd upon by the WCC’s 
Third Assembly at New Delhi. India. 
Nov. IH-Dcc. ft—this will mean that 
loi the first time an Eastern Orthodox 
body inside the Soviet orbit has be¬ 
come affiliated with the world’s larg¬ 
est ecumenical body of which 17ft 
Protestant. Anglican, and Eastern Or¬ 
thodox church bodies in more than 
r >0 nations are now members. 


Dr. franklin (’lark IVv. chairman 
of tire WCCs Centra! Committee, 
stated, as did others, that the entrance 
of the Russian Church would increase 
tensions. But, hr’ added, the ecumeni¬ 
cal movement is "synonymous with 
tensions.” Another t’ECA pastor 1 Dr 
O'-lxcdeiuk Nolde, Philadelphia, di¬ 
rector of the Commission of the 
Churches on International Aff airs, said 
the Russian Church s application was 
“a good thine in the context of onr 
concern for world peace with justice 
anti' fiVWlAm.---- 


The World Council of Churches had 
at its New Delhi assembly accepted 
into membership the Russian Orthodox 
C’hurch, whose headquarters are in Mos¬ 
cow. It was the first Soviet Union church 
to enter the 198-member world body, 
although churches from other Iron Cur¬ 
tain lands arc members. 

Reception ot the Russian Church will 
st rengthen the spiritual forces that op¬ 
pose the atheistic ideology «> t the Com¬ 
munists. said Ur. Malvin H~.~~ i.nndoen in. 
NT mileapol isJUixL- moo ih. I he Augustnna 
Church president had been a delegate at 
the New Delhi meeting. "Believing 
Christians” in Russia are "allies in the 
ongoing struggle against godless com¬ 
munism,” Dr. Lundecn declared. 

Presiding Bishop Arthur l.ichtenbergcr 
of the Protestant Episcopal Church called 
admission of the Russians a “brave 
move.” He emphasized that Ihe church 
was received into the council because 
"Russians are Christian people” and not 
because of any "Communist ruse.” Dr. 
Paul R. Anderson, VV1CA lender, said 
that lies with Christians of other lands 
will "hearten and encourage the Russian 
Orthodox faithful.” An authority on the 
Russian Church, Dr. Anderson said it 
would "play its full part” as a council 
member. 


The Lutheran January 10, 19 62 
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m si*\( i a.l£c lias introduced a ureal mam now words 
into niir \ oca I Milan lorms like orbital llijdil nose 
cone. and countdown haw become popular >n it 1»in tin* 
Iasi low \cars. So has the word ecumenioah though it has 
nothing w Iki lexer to do w iiii the com\nest ol space. 

I oda\ (1m* religious \o<*ahnlar\ ol mam average 
( .hnstians inelndes the word ecumenical. I hat s because 
so mam ( ihrislian people in our time consider ecumenic- 
it\ a \ illm (.hutch leaders encourage their churches to 
he ecumenical. And because amlhinu can he overdone. 
lh<»sc who are lanatieallv ecumenical are labeled ccmna 


macs. 


What does it mean to he ecumenical f Should von 
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Indeod \ on should. The (.hrisliau ( ’Imrch is ecumeni¬ 
cal That means it is not limited lo a certain part ol tin 
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(i’hotographod from New \ ork Herald Tribune, December 14, 1501) 

'ius sian Prelate an Apologist for 

Metropolitan Nikolai Dies ?t 69 ^ 


(Fhotograph^ uom Th* l^apc^Stor oi 
December 3, 1961) 


Reds And Churches 9or‘ 

We believe the 0*71irized C 3 irirtir i re' S 1 "*® r 
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Ur 7 hr AaoUat -<! ruu 
. MOSCOW. 

Metropolitan Nikolai, cixty- 
ilnt*. second ranking prelate In 
ho Russian Orthodox Church 
!.nd official apologist for cora- 
1 nunism, died yesterday of a 
nart attack. Ill health had 
• orced lilm to give up his active 
iulies two years ago. 

Took Vows In 1914 

Born Boris Dorofcev'ch Yaru- 
hevlch in Kovno. Lithuania. 
Jie Metropolitan entered the 
’hysics and Mathematics Fac- 
ilty of St. Petersburg Univer- 
:Ly in 1909. switching a year 
iter to the theological academy 
Ke took the monastic vows 
1914 
at 

\V fir X »»v r —- 

,or to the Finnish Bodyguard 
Regiment. 

In 1918 he was appointed Su¬ 
perior of the Cathedral of Peter 
and Paul at Peterhof (now 
Petro Ivorc ts); In 1919 Archi¬ 
mandrite of the Alexander Nev¬ 
sky Monastery, and In 1922 1 
Bishop or 1 -terhof and Vicar of 
i the Petroprcxl (now L^nin^raa) 
eparchy. V/'hen he opposed the 
I 'renovation pavement" in the 
I Church, he v as arnsted and 
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T£; MetiopoITan Jo; i of Petro- 


L 

CftffJCL. 

in an o.TUu.l branch of 
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the Communist I’aity of tfc. "s 
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y in 1909. switching a year » . * •. rd i 

cr to the theological a-cad^my. » ,• x - . \ 

• took the monastic vows in t , x r-dirh • 

14 and was on aimd as Nlko- : J V 1 \ ^ ' two r?c 

i. At the beginning of World . f v ■ I „ T >S3 c 

ar I he was appointed confes- l y*rvici 

t/. ivn» Finnish Bodyguard I • m -J itp , 


admlnis rator of the Novgorod 
and Pskov eparchies. and In 
ir -9, r'trr the annex at : m o.‘ 
the wester- Ukralr .0 and By'lo- 
r.v-sia to the Soviet Union vt' 
eppoi’jfced exarch of those rJ- 
fions vlth the title Anh- 
bishop of Volhyiha nr A Lu« 
Under his ftcgb v'*e autoci- 
phalous aspirations cf ibc-s 
areas were ui ielclied. A'. » r;« 
vard. in 1941 he r« prcjuctrd 
*o 1'. ropolitan of Kiev and 
Callch w.th the rl'r’it to wear 
sacred Icons and have the 
carried before him at 
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A«aoc)»Ud resi 

T<Ietro{.olitan Nikolai 


dox Church uok ,- 

in New Delhi, India, isj'l.o 
wwMt If ho were not, h CLU.*t notncW m 
Fo-C dud church which is pen- itted by * e C -nr 
*o exist L.'cause it sovm tl ur purp<* s. Nic. ’J 
32 year* old. This means be has betm.n^ in 
munist “tbeokTicji" school ncctrdmg to r*'- ^ • 
coptebJo to Connnurirt chicftdna w.te ar> .. u. 

atheists. , . _ . , ru+-nArr 

l«;ce’.im’s ] -edxxcsr-or i ' tbe Russnii Or e-o 

Church, i *st-‘o- UUnNIcota* - , ,e * : * 

:vv. seer 

favored undcriir v Niccdi r-., h 

veered rroxn ti’c i 

p Q.'l. 

* i .yjdence c ail '*'j tlV n ' u 

peculi’ r | - >m:e t ” ‘ '/ 

pie, think it Just isn’t 
others who bd we t! sr o v : -ry : r r£ - 


t 
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{•xiled. but returned In 1924 to 
| the Teterhof pupit. 

In 1927 the Soviet govern¬ 
ment confronted Russian 
priests with "a declaration of 


(.Photographed from Daily Telegraph, Sydney, 
lAustralia, December 14, 1961) 
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He wrr one of F.u?da’u r est 
erj.tars, &ud the Cofti- 
r un ^ts ured h'm in r<>^ ’ Hfr 
u e spe. head fxr their pv -* 
p"opaganda drives. His tall, 

.lem figure, cloaked Jn eevera vu.c . 5 . 

Sck-rcn ascetic lace nrr t «t must tr •: »» otha wore->, 

fined by a wispy, cquaie-cut ^bemeai tO v 

f-ruj r. - rd. end glittering cr^s Weshall < it to the t ol ,c 

Uat cee:ar 1 to fht h fire wl n . v *d have leen r-vr,’ J 

he wa» aroused Attracted arxa - » vr if„. y - t 

, c- - V ' y 

iTtogoyarl'ntflc Catliec-al » n ; u .— Hnn c4 f kwwinMa In 

m V ow wherarer b'l ap-’-.e. We merely porn, oct that if . uv-uon of 
Nikolai was an aeoouplbh 'l indeed the motive of the V. orif Council r> l • j v 

plays a dangerous guinj in V' ' v y •' & ^ * ^ * 
business, it ope-c ir.fii no tep cc»' c ■ < _..rijt:am 
a (rtn*-mission belt lor t: ' r. * f: m • c « • 

ful. most deadly of con nunism’s r-* \ x 
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T HE main outcome of the Rev. Alan ''A alk- 
cr’s trip to the assembly of the Work 
Council of Churches has been oue of the 
most dangerously silly statements of the year 
Mr. Walker has come back from New Delhi 
in a glow of enthusiasm over the admission to the 
Council of the Russian Churches. 

As a churchman be is fully entitled to t>c 
pleased about this move. But when be goes on 
lo hail it as “the first large crack in the Iron 
Curtain” he i s only making himself an unwittir ^ 
jtrUMCnt of Sc ' .irl r>:. '-;; qarid.n 

Air. \Valker~reels oIT an wnpressh-e sounding 
lL«t of figures to support the claim that the Rus 
dan Orthodox Church within the Soviet Unior 
is still vigorously active. 


PPM 

mathematician w. o worked 
(’.lffcr»r.tSa'a rrd integral* for 
relaxation; p'iycd th' plaao 
r.nd read mcdlcrt J —reals to 
soolhe his snrlrtlral rrurul. it 
*w»achild's rl v i> r "•/atojvs^ 
tT'.JcicT. juTT TRinfr \ 'U » 
f uti.LO.lm'Tc ■ir.ui id a. iC^-- 

pCT'^nnu cuvu««*-., •-*— 
c sTibtlv* campaign ta •*« u/ 
Ue dictator. 

At ( ‘ 1 r-* If T 1 

placed under th-: pia urea of 
Stalin ‘n puMle rl"-cc» r ' - l> - 
leader could be cr-a t'Ker. 

Th«-n he Tc:.laoed the lanps 
with candl 1 -* “to orevto a .ss- 
tlve rtccd.” Finally he i- 
.uted red lan pa lik-' -,r i 
burnc<* In spi'.rtcarles. His rc- 
ward: wtJle a" 
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of stole. 
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, A lO 1 • ■ 

Rasputin" vftev th? 
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ill vigorously active. P*** ^ r ° , - 

He iy> H has 50 snHKon adherents 30.000, pMM»J« o P" ^ ^ 
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priejits, 

The people -- 

Church in Russia, he says, are “pathetic victims 
oi propaganda.” 

Maybe. But llie people who imagine th't 
flic Soviet is anything but an implacably atheist 
State, iwisceptijle to any kind of religioui 
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Statements of Archbishop Nikodim Compared With Testimony of Former 

Soviet Secret Police Officers 

C< >MI'll.!•'!> BY CARL McJNTIKK 
(Photographically reproduced from a leaflet ) 


Thr statements of Archbishop Nikodim in the 
press cotifcrcnco of llie World Council of 
C Inirchcs, November 20, 1961, arc here comparc<l 
with sworn testimony of former officers of the 
Soviet secret police who have defected to the 
WeM and given their testimony Indore the United 
Slates Set late Internal Security Sul h i unmittee. 
N uri Rastvorov. a lieutenant colonel of the MYI), 
served in the secret police for eleven years. Mis 
le.stimoMv was given hVhruary X. 1*156, and April 
• 2. 'm \\ .islhnjftoii. I).(\ IVir S. IVrinbian. a 
may id -.tale security serving as an officer in the 
\*KYD, and woiking in the counterintelligence 
lion nf (tkrana. March, 1947. to April, 1952. 
testified May 5. 1959, before the United States 
Senate Internal Security Sulroomnrittce. Mis 
lengthy testimony is entitled, “Communist l on- 
troK on Religious Activity.” 

I. 

Nikodim said: '’’Mie church is completely inde¬ 
pendent in Russia. Iliere is no question of govern- 
incnt a|iproval or disapproval.” 


was subjected and sub jutted under an arm of 
the state” (Mav 5, 1959, page 7). 

Til. 

Nikodim said: "Rverv monastery has its 
clutrehes. ’Hie monks have every |v*ssil»ility to 
speak about anythin}; they want to from the pulpit 
of their churches.’' 

I’etr S. I Vriahian testified: ‘T-ich republic, for 
instance, has a section or a subsection | MGR, the 
Ministry of State Security |. ft is according to the 
religious activity in each republic. If th<*ro is more 
religious activities in some area, there are more. 
And each Province has General Karpov’s officers 
in every city, where they work in KGB. taking 
care of all church activities or activists* work. 
Most of the priests in the Soviet Union, and the 
religions people who help the priests, they are 
some kind of agents of KGB or the MGB. or were 
at that time” (May 5, 1959, page/). 

IV. 


Mr. Rastvorov: "As you know, the church in 
the Soviet Union is not independent, as, at the 
present time, the Soviet Union Government is 
trying to prove. It is completely dependent on the 
stale, and the state conducts all activities of the 
thurch in the Soviet Union" (April 12. 1956, page 
781). 

I’etr S. Deriahian testified dial in the MGB in 
Moscow "there was a section O of the state se¬ 
curity. The chief of that section was General Kar¬ 
pov, ami under him was every security officer in 
the region and the Province sections, or sub¬ 
sections (). This sulxsection was taking care of all 
activities of Baptists and religious orders” (May 
5. 195*1. page 2). 


Nikodim said: "It is necessary to say that we in 
the Church are also inde|>endent in our inner life. 
There is no possibility of speaking about approval 
or disapproval by the state of the actions of the 
church.” 

Yuri Rastvorov testified: "When the Govern¬ 
ment jiennitted the Orthodox Church to operate 
more freely, the church organized seminaries, . . . 
many people from MVD headquarters were 
sent to the seminaries as students. . . . They sent 
officers, counterintelligence officers, to these semi¬ 
naries, and later they became bishops in many 
churches in the Soviet Union. 

Question by Hie interrogate!, "And actually, they 
were members of the Soviet Security Police?" 


TT. 

Nikodim said: "All those who speak about the 
subservient role of the Church are either unin¬ 
formed or else they know the facts anil* do not 
speak the truth.” 

Yuri Rastvorov testified ''onceming the position 
of chairman of the religious committee of the 
( ouneil of Ministers of the USSR: "Practically 
they keep the church under complete control . . . 
Well, they handle the church affairs in the Soviet 
I biion. . . . The church depended on the Govern¬ 
ment of the Soviet Union. Ami I just don’t know 
what to add to this" (April 12. 1956, pages 781, 
782). 

Petr S. Deriahian: "l! is impossible in the So¬ 
viet Union to serve Gixl without serving the state 
security. You give some information for state se¬ 
curity about religious activities; otherwise you 
cannot attend the church. . . . All church activity 


Mr. Rastvorov replied. 'Idiey were members; 
they were officers of MVD, pure counterintelli¬ 
gence officers in MVD" (April 14. 1956, page 
781). 

Petr S. Deriahian testified, "When the state se¬ 
curity recruited priests and ministers as their 
agents, they always said, 'You will serve us or we 
will put you in jail, according to your activities.’ ” 

The questioner asked, "Did I understand you 
correctly to say that it was the objective to recruit 
as agents, if possible, all of these candidates for 
the priesthood?” 

Mr. Deriahian replied, That is right. 

Questioner, "You got as many as you could, and 
tried to get them all ?” 

Mr. Deriahian, "You are right.” 

Questioner: “Well now, suppose there was a 
young man studying for the priesthood and they 
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could not recruit him. What happened? Was he 
allowed to go ahead .and complete his studies and 
become a priest, or did they bring some kind of 
pressure to bear cm him? 

Mr. Deriabian: “Well, if it happens like this, 
they will get some kind of information on him, or 
they will take his papers, and we will say that 
his course is filled up; and they will say, ‘We can¬ 
not take you’ ” (May 5. 1959, pages 7 and 9). 


t!ie United States as the guest of the National 
Council of the Churches of Christ in the U.S.A. 
Nicolai maintained the identical satin positions as 
those enunciated by Nikodim. Npvetnl>er 20. l%l. 
in New Delhi. In an Associated Cress dispatch, 
lime 9. 195b, from Washington. !>.t ., it was re- 
IKirted. •'Metropolitan Nicolai of the Russian <>i 
ihodox Church denied categorically tonight that 
either he or any other member of the Soviet re¬ 
ligious delegation liow visiting the United States 
had ever collaborated with the Communists." 


V. 

Nikodim declared that there was complete re¬ 
ligious freedom in the Soviet Union: By the gov¬ 
ernment decree of 1918 the church is separate 
from the state and in the constitution accepted in 
1936 it was repeated once again." 

The kastvorov hearing, April 12, presents Ex¬ 
hibit No. 227 from the Communist Daily U orkcr 
magazine, April 3, 1949, "The Truth About Re¬ 
ligion in the Soviet Union," by Gcorgi Karpov, 
chairman of the council for the alYairs of the Rus¬ 
sian ()rtluxlox Church. The position taken by 
Nikodim is the same as presented here. “Along 
with the other civil liberties guaranteed bv the 
Constitution of the U.S.S.R.. the full freedom of 
religious worship is enjoyed by the people of the 

U.S.S.R. • • • 

"Under that decree [January 23. 1918. signed 
by V. T. Lenin |, church property, such as real es¬ 
tate, and enterprises which were operated for pro¬ 
fit, were nationalized. Church buildings and ob¬ 
jects especially intended for religious service 
however, were turned over to the religious congre¬ 
gations <»r associations, for permanent use free 
of charge." 


VI. * 

Mel ro| will tan Nicolai was the second ranking 
churchman in the Soviet Union and in charge <>f 
foreign relations for the Moscow Patriarch, lie 
preceded Nikodim in this office. Nikodim served 
as an assistant to Nicolai for one year Ik* fore Nico¬ 
lai was removed. Iii June. 195f>, Nicolai visited 


Petr Deriabian worked with Metropolitan Nico- 
lai under i list ructions from the K(iB. Deriabian 
testified that while lie was Deputy ( hief of ( nun 
lei intelligence of MGB, Soviet State Security in 
Vienna. December, 1953, Colonel Kovalev re 
reived and referred to him a telegram from Alex¬ 
ander Umvushkin, who had previously been Am¬ 
bassador to the United Stales. The telegram ad¬ 
vised that a Soviet delegation to the Vienna l on 
fereitcc for Peace would arrive in Vienna. Dcria- 
biaii testified that at the same time "the telegram 
said that Metropolitan Nicolai is an agent of the 
State Security." 

Under questioning, Deriabian said that ho was 
given the telegram in the course of his olfteial 
duties - "'lltr telegram told me to fake care of al 
of the delegation and to meet them. . . . Actually, 
till- Metropolitan Nikolai arrived by plane, and 1 
nirt him in the airport and put him into my eai 
with another manlier of the delegation. 

Deriabian rebuts in detail his rejn-ated contacts 
v/ith Nikolai as they worked together to tna! •• 
sure that Father Arseny did not defect toSwit/n 
land. Nicolai reported* to Deriabian that the i<>!» 
ha«l been done and Arseny would remain in In 
|M)silion (May 5, 1959. |«ages 13 and 14). 

Nikodim, who replaces Nicolai as chairman 
the Foreign Office of the Russian Orthodox 
Church, is an agent of the secret police and an im¬ 
portant part of the Communist conspiracy. He is 
Exhibit A in the World Council of Churches of 
the effective use which the Communists are able 1 • 
make of the Christian churches. His statements 
at Hie press conference in New Delhi. November 
20. are seen to l>c Communist propaganda. 
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BY WILLIAM J 

The Third Assembly of 
the WCC served notice 
that Asian and African 
Christians are coming of age 


T STARTED AT THE AIRPORT 
After ;i f'OO-rmlc pci hour (light through 
tlie night skies from Beirut to New Delhi 
it took me 1 1 i hours to eover the next 
SO leet through immigration and customs. 
We should hasten to say that this was not 
the fault of the Indian olticials; how were 
they to know that this time the plane 
would disgoiee virtually all the passengers 
at Palam airport? 

Frustration continued for many when, 
weary aftei an all night plane ride, they 
discovered that accommodations in many 
eases lacked hot water and bathtubs as 
well as other amenities. Sixty percent 
of all the hotel looms in New Delhi had 
been reserved lot the World Council of 
Churches, even though an Indian Indus¬ 
tries lair with exhibits from IX foreign 
countries had opened on Nov. 14. the eve 
of the ritird Assembly <>i the WCC 

I here was fiustration at the opening 
service for many a churchman from the 
West as lie tried to worship in a setting 
both Pastcin and Western. The Indian 
lyrics sung by the choii to the accom¬ 
paniment ol Indian instruments had little 
in common with anthems try Willan. I he 
s/utniiana. or Indian tent, such >s those 
used at Indian weddings, was a fai cry 
Ironi Gothic cathedrals 01 contcmpoiary 
elmrehes, though it was a graphic reminder 
to the thoughtful t h:tt the church is the 
pilgrim people of God and that Ilis first 
sancutaiA was a talremaele or tenl in Ihc 
wilderness, something, the church in its 
pronenoss to settle <lown in static, en¬ 
trenched positions at the expense of its 
mobile mission to the world has been all 
too prone to forget. 


Another Puzzler 

I he sermon by a Burmese preacher was 
another puzzler even for many of ihe more 
ecumenically minded parsons from the 
West. What did he mean when he kept 
insistin' that the universal Gospel had to 
be expressed in Asian thought forms and 
that Asian theologians had now to do 
what the church did with the Judaco- 
Chiistian heritage in the lirst-century Greek 
world'* Many Westerners lack both the 
knowledge ol Eastern religions and the 
knowledge of the extent to which expres¬ 
sions ol the Gospel were ! lellcni/cd in 
the early church to appreciate what the 
pieachcr had to say about the importance 
of drawing Eastern forms of meditation 
and spiritual discipline into the service of 
the Gospel. 

Old-style colonialistic missionaries who 
still look upon Asian church leaders as 
apprentices to f>e closely supervised weie 
frustrated when they found it dillicult at 
times even to follow, let alone make an 
intelligent critique of, profound presenta¬ 
tions on Christian witness by Paul M 
Dcvannndan ol the Christian Institute foi 
the Study of Religion and Society at Ban¬ 
galore. India, or on Christian service In 
Masao I akenaka of Doshisha University 
al Kyoto. Japan. 

Hard-Hitting Paper 

And rf there were any who felt like 
being patronizing to the newly independ¬ 
ent states of Africa. Nigerian Sir Francis 
Ibiam's hard-hitting paper, read by his 
charming wife in a cold and drafty evening 
session in the shamiami —Delhi may be 
120 in the summer, but it sometimes had 
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a hard time raising the thermometer 
to half that height during the winter, 
and sore throats and running noses 
were almost epidemic among dele¬ 
gates. though they slept under blan¬ 
kets every night — made it very clear 
that Western people, including some 
Christians, arc coming too late with 
too little in the form or equal treat¬ 
ment for Africans or elTcctivc meas¬ 
ures against white supremacists within 
or without the organized denomina¬ 
tional structures. 

wV 


If the first and second assemblies 
of the WCC at Amsterdam in I‘MX 
anti Kvanston in I *>54 brought West¬ 
ern churches together with Western 
churchmen occupying the limelight, 
while Asians and Africans provided 
exotic window dressing and restrained 
comment. New Delhi served notice 
that Asian and African Christians 
are coming of age. Their theologians 
will have to be reckoned with no 
matter how much frustration this 
causes Westerners. 

Roman Catholic Observers 

The Roman Catholic observers had 
their own measure of frustration 
when at this very first occasion at 
which they sent observers to a WCC 
assembly, they were embarrassed by 
an Indian newspaperman who got 
hold of a wandering monsignor and 
quoted him as being critical of the 
Portuguese terror against the natives 
of Angola, where the Protestant min¬ 
istry has been the special target of 
Portuguese attack because it is the 
only kind of trained native leadership. 

Carl McIntyre and the radicals of 
the right, in their clTorts to stigma¬ 
tize the large delegation from the 
Russian Orthodox church as Com¬ 
munists 01 Communist tools, were 
frustrated hv the deft and disarming 
manner in which swarthy Bishop De 
Mel of Ceylon handled press con¬ 
ferences and by the points the Rus¬ 
sians scored when they insisted, for 
example, that the only kind of unity 


worth having is unity of faith and 
that all sentimental approaches should 
be dismissed. 

Those who were hoping that 
the nuptials between the WCC and 
the International Missionary Council 
would be met with something less 
than unanimous approval were also 
frustrated when even the Norwegian 
delegation voted for the union, 
though the Norwegian Missionary 
Council had disapproved it in the 
IMC. 

Russians: Tears in Their Eyes 

But perhaps the greatest frustra¬ 
tion of all was felt by reporters from 
the church press at this event. “Who 
shall believe our report?" If they 
reported that the Russian Orthodox 
bishops were knaves and Commu¬ 
nistic tools, many a person would be 
prepared to believe it. But would 
readers be equally ready to believe 
they got the impression that these 
Russians were fellow Christians, be¬ 
lievers in Jesus Christ as God and 
Savior, and that there were scarcely 
any Christians in New Delhi happier 
to have contact with fellow Chris¬ 
tians? 

< In Chicago a high-powered pub- 
lieity campaign brought two or three 
| hundred persons to an advance prayer 
j meeting for the New Delhi assembly; 
j in Moscow, without a single line of 
| publicity in the papers, two or three 
i thousand turned out for a similar 
meeting. I he only persons this le- 
portcr saw with tears in their eyes 
at the opening service at New Delhi 
i came from Communist territory. 

Dufy to Belong 

The Orthodox churches yield to 
no church in the world in their con¬ 
viction that theirs is the true faith, 
and for this reason they feel they 
have a dutv to belong to the WCC. 
Nor did it bother them to attend 
worship services, though they prac¬ 
tice close Communion. Time and 
again it was the I.astern churchmen 
who sounded the orthodox. Biblical 
note; however, it was also one of 
them who concluded evening prayers 
with an unsettling reference to the 
Virgin Mary. 

Many a Western parson didn't 
even notice that the Nicene Creed 
at the opening service confessed that 
the Holy Spirit proceeded from the 


Father, with nothing said of the Son. 
The Rastern churches broke oil rela¬ 
tions with the Roman Church largely 
ovci this issue. *JOO years ago. One 
wonders what the Roman Catholic 
observers thought of this concession 
to lia stern orthodoxy. 

Not a Church 

Of course, the WCC is not a 
church, hut spokesmen emphasized 
again and again that it is “a free 
association of churches" with no leg¬ 
islative authority over any of its 
member churches. 

As the International Missionary 
Council lakes its place in the WCC 
as the Commission anti Division ol 
Word Mission anti Evangelism, it 
leaves the task of the mission with 
the churches: “The Council is not 
a church or a missionary society, 
it exists to be the servant of the 
churches and their agencies, and since 
*a servant is not greater than his 
lord,’ the test of its service is not 
that it acquires a stature of its own. 
but through it the churches aie helped 
to be the church. Its effectiveness is 
not measured by its own activities 
but by the renewal of the churches' 
mission." {Workbook, p. 142) 

The new Commission's annual 
budget request is only $201,150. one 
tenth of the modest amount I he 
Lutheran Church - Missouri Synod 
allocated last year to its Board for 
World Missions. The annual budge! 
of the entire WCC appears to he 
only a little over $2 million. 

Brings Christians Together 

The World Council <>l Churches 
does chielly two tilings: ( I ) brings 
Christians together with other Cluis- 
tians to share Christian understand¬ 
ing and insight, (2) promotes and 
finances studies of the life and mis¬ 
sion of the church. In its Division 
of Inter-Church Aid anti Service to 
Refugees the major emphasis is on 
the resettlement and welfare of ref¬ 
ugees. No desire is apparent to 
create a supcrclnirch. One spokes¬ 
man said it would take at least two 
generations for the emergence of 
church union, and then it would he 
up to the churches. 

There was frustration for observers 
from nonmemher churches because 
they could not be permitted to speak 

(Conliiiuril on mtue /*?) 
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KYRILL, SPURIOUS R1\D PRIEST, GETS CAUGHT: 


Article below photographed from The American Legion Mag azine 


By LEO HEIMAN 

■ HI; STREAM LIN HI), 


German-built 
' || diesel train screeched to a halt in 
,r-™— Iront of the main waiting room at 
Jerusalem's railroad depot. Tough-look¬ 
ing armed Israeli police cordoned off the 
platform, as black diplomatic corps 
limousines, escorted by motorcycle out¬ 
riders. disgorged a dozen Russian diplo¬ 
mats. Three elderly long-hair ed priests 
of the Russian Ortho dox Church accom¬ 
panied Them. Israeli oflicials and For¬ 
eign Ministry representatives, as well, 
were there to greet the special train 
bringing this top-level .Soviet “religious” 
delegation to the Holy City of Jerusalem. 

The words “Soviet” and “religious" or 
“communist” and “church" sound pretty 
contradictory when used in the same 
sentence. And yet, ever since the special 
train's arrival mJul^^jO, the Israeli 
Government has been forced to continue 
protracted negotiations with a delegation 
of communist churchmen, representing 
the .Kremlin-sponsored Holy Synod 
(Supreme Religious Council) of ^h e 
Russian Orthodox Church . 

*~* “Thc Holy l and's infiltration by Sovie t 
agents wearing the long hair and blac k 
i robes of Russian Orthodox pr iests, and 


What happened when “Father Kyrill” arrived in 


Jerusalem from Moscow to celebrate the Easter holiday 


mand the property of iheir victims to he 
turned over to them .. ” 

I he trouble is that Israel annol affmd 
to say no. and toss out the 'alse Soviet 
churchmen. It is not merely the fact that 
Russia is a rocket-rattling colossus, while 
little embattled Israel is dependent upon 
American support for its existence. "Be¬ 
cause of our trouble with the \rab.s, we 
Cannot afTord to anger Russia more than 
we have to," Israeli diplomats explained. 
“The Soviets arc anti-Israeli and pro- 
Arab in any case . . . .“ But there is more 
to that than meets the eye. 

To negotiate the transfer of the old 
CVarist property whose value is estimated 
at upwards of $60 million, the Soviet 
“churchmen" arrived with several trump 
cards up the wide sleeves ol their Mack 
robes. Using the 2 million Soviet Jews 
as hostages and objects of blackmail, the 
Russian delegates are pushing ahead with 
their all-out bill for the $60 million booty. 

To illustrate: Whenever the Jerusalem 
negotiations get hogged down, a Jewish 
synagogue is closed somewhere in Rus¬ 
sia. rabbis are imprisoned, worshippers 
persecuted and the Jewish religion de¬ 
nounced in the Soviet press. 

It is no coincidence that on the day 


the Israelis refused to consider some 
extravagant Soviet demand, a synagogue 
was seized in the Soviet Republic of Mol¬ 
davia, the rabbis jailed on charges of 
“Zionist activities” and the Holy Scrolls 
desecrated by Russian police. 

As bait, the Russian negotiators can 
always hold out hope of allowing limited 
Jewish migration from Russia to Israel, 
or facilitating the reuniting of Russian 
Jewish parents with their Israeli children, 
Israeli husbands with their Soviet Jewish 
wives, and the like. 

“Negotiations in this atmosphere of 
constant pressure are a nightmare," I was 
told by officials. As a matter of fact, the 
Israeli Government had already turned 
over to the Soviet "religious mission" 
Russian Orthodox church property val¬ 
ued at over $16 million. These churches 
and monasteiics were registered directly 
in the name of the Pravoslav (Russian 
Orthodox) Holy Synod before the First 
World War. 

Since Joseph Stalin reinstituted the 
Pravoslav Holy Synod for its propagan¬ 
da value in World War 11, the Israeli 
Government granted recognition to it, 
although it had no illusions as to its 

PHOTOS BV THE AUTHOR 


The invasion of monasteries ami churches 
in the Middle Fust by Soviet-trained 
“monks" and “nuns," are all part of the 
greater picture, in which the Kremlin’s 
stepped-up penetration of the world’s 
most sensitive trouble spot is spearheaded 
by phony churchmen and religious or¬ 
ganizations. 

In Israel, the Soviet religious delega¬ 
tion attempts to cajole, threaten, badger, 
blackmail and persuade the Israeli Gov¬ 
ernment to turn over to the Russian 
Orthodox Church and the Russiun- 
Palestine Society all buildings, land, 
farms anil archives registered in the name 
of the late Russian Czar and his nobles, 
the former Czarist Palestine Society or 
the old Russian Orthodox Church. 

The old Palestine Society was a bona 
fide archaeological, scientific and reli¬ 
gious organization. But the new Russian- 
Palcstine Society is merely a front lor 
communist espionage and subversion. 
The crucial question is not the validity 
and legality of the Kremlin-sponsored 
Holy Synod of the Russian Orthodox 
Church in Moscow, regarded by many 
neutral churchmen as merely a stooge of 
international communism. What is at 
stake is a question of morality and ethics. 

“A basic principle of the criminal code 
of every civilized country is that a mur¬ 
derer shall not inherit his victim’s prop¬ 
erty,” I was told by legal experts, "but 
what the reds want is precisely this. First 
the bolsheviks murdered the czar and all 
his family, including women and little 
children. Now they come here and de- 


This reception was one of many meetings in honor of the Russian “religious” delegation 








status as a tool of official Soviet policy. 

l or example. Soviet F.inbassy person¬ 
nel in Israel art billeted in buildings 
owned bv the Russian Orthodox religious 
mission in that country. The Soviet I'm 
bassy itself finances a large share cl it: 
operations with money gained from rents 
and leases of Russian-owned church 
land. 

What is at stake now, however, is not 
only the $60 million worth of real estate 
Gaining title to this property may wel 
mean the difference between success 01 
failure of an all-out communist subver¬ 
sion drive in the Middle Hast spearheaded 
by phony Soviet “churchmen.” 

The step-by-step blueprint of red pene¬ 
tration must he spelled out tor those who 
do not grasp the ingenious Soviet exploi- 
(Con t inned on pace 46) 


-liiit'rii, 


Soviet pci sonnet sci/.cd priM^ess archives ol I lie. Rfbsian Orthodox Church in Jerusalem 



























.. en c; chu.chcN and r.iorutslc-ncii ;u> 
prji.gbo.irds for their “religious offen¬ 
sive.” 

Thi main r ligioiis force which still 
opposes co.i muni m in the Middle Hast 
s ro longer iv'uni, but Christianity 
Judaism. of course, as practiced by toe 
l million Jcv/s of Israel, is an im- 
■ : i Ic w of the reds. Bui I 
jave up a Ion time .»i; * any hope ol 
ub\<-i : .ig the l .raclis them .elves. Wbai 
:hc rids want is to subvert ihc Arabs, 
destroy lsr.ua physically ar.d mal e ihe 
Miodic liast i’s colony. 

Because ,»rab nationalist movement- 
in h’ijvpt, Syria, Iraq and clscwhet' l av 
allied . ’cn.solve, with tb- Soviet Uuior 
•J arc receiving Ru-oi.m arms ami 
vconomic aid. the Moslem religion is ne 
longer an obstacle in the path of con 
muni.st infiltration 

Hie schisms ami rivalries vsithin 
' 'hrislr.inity : iso f.icilitut Ihc Kremlin ^ 
‘religious drive." I he only h rcc capable 
>1 ['posing /’niMinnism within the Aral 
orM is Catholicism, bolh the Roman 
Catholics and the Faster »-ritc Catholics 
For this reason, the Israeli Government 
upports both Mo isignor Cniaperro, the 
.idi r of ihe Roman Catholic Chinch i 
Israel, and Archbishop Hakim of the 
Green. Uniatc community, in Ihei; 
struggle for control ol the Holy Places. 

f. eh the weaker is the Greek Oitho¬ 
le Chur h. -vhich is numerically strong 
mt financially poor, its churches, monas¬ 
teries and hi ild ng* are in i state of dis¬ 
repair. I ne olu priests and mot ks are 
lying out. and no new ones arc coming 
o take the r place. The Russian Or;ho- 
tix church in Israel enjoys the powerful 
support ot the Soviet Government, 
whose agency -t is in fact as well as in 
name. 

What the Soviets want is M fuse the 
tire.-!; Orthodox membership with f<us- 
si; n f\ih h property end thus gain 
ton'rol o t the av is of some 300,000 
circt ( .rhixlo.s Aral's throughout the 
Middle East. 

II, Ri m . argue, the 

• iic.-k { 'i'i u >\ and the Ru.sian Ortho- 

v reli ions ore the same faith. They 
' . ■ lit only some 400 years ago, un¬ 
der Rn.vi n C'/ar Ivan die Terrible who 
set up t. .* lirsi Russian Orthodox ,..itri 
uvh e and Holy Synod in Moscow 
He Greeks, founding lathers of the 
Orthodox Church, refused to recognize 
the Russian upstarts. But e sentially both 
denominations . o the same. As i mat¬ 
ter of fact, uio.sl nu mbers i f the Com¬ 
munist Party in Isiael are (ireek Ortho- 
dox Arabs whose p;o-K'issian sympa¬ 
thies are well-known. 

It the teds grab the old C »:a r isi prop 

• t\ nd lust* il with tin C eek Orthodox 
iriemi>ership. li e resulting', group will lv 
stronger in the Holy Land than the two 

alb 'lie branches, inJ a way will he 
paved ’or eventual communist penetra¬ 
tion. 

Io understand : .->w ih- Ki. nans ’per- 
te. let us go baek to the spr ng of 1959. 
when i "n*arded Ri s ■ r Ounce 1 .'* priest 


named Father Kyrill arrived in jeaisa- 
lem from Moscow to celebrate the Easter 
holiday on the site of Christs Resurrec¬ 
tion. 

A smooth, glib nun of 47 whose lux¬ 
urious black beard, gold-toothed .smile 
nid heavy geld cross inspired confidence 
anu awe, Fa doer Kyrill chatmed Israeli 
olhci.-'s and casual acquaintances .-!i!;e. 
He paid courtesy vi: its to the Israeli 
Ministry of Religion* Attains and le¬ 
ather local authorities and filed an np 
plication for nn e -itry permit to the 
Jordanian sector of Oij Jerusalem and 
Eastern Palestine. 

Although Ihe Hashirruu.- Kin.-corn i 
Joro’un docs no' rr. ii.ua.ti dplcnrv.ii 
relations with Soviet Russia, an.! Sovj. : 
citizens arc forbidden to enter i.s terri¬ 
tory. an cxccpti >n wax rride in the c ase 
of j at'»cr K yrill. whose -cd a aimers, 
fluent Lii dish and r? rcnc'i, an. ir.’.'osinu 
personality impre • -I israelii; m l ’ >r 
danianx alike. 

He entered old Jcru*u!cm *• la tin 
Mandelb uni <L;tc on the act iroutier 
•md duly visited all Russian Oilhodox 
churches and monasteries iu 'he Holy 
City, Bethlehem and c:i the Jericho 
Road. Me met ‘.he aged priests and nuns 
who were left as caretakers of thi build¬ 
ings alter Ihe Communist Revolution 
•f3 years ago. For mo c than lour decades 
no replacements or lunds I d reached 
die priests from Russia o they were glaif 
to receive assurance. ol support trom 
smooth-talking Father Kyrill. 

He persuaded them tiiat the Krcmlin- 
spomored Holy Synod was a bona fide 
institution, and pained their recognition 
of this Soviet agency. In r.tum, he 
promised to rush 45 young priests, and 
Moscow-trained monks at. I mins to re¬ 
place those who had died over the years. 
He also wrote checks for building re¬ 
pairs. construction work, salaries and 
other "religious activities. 

Thi., was a major achievement, as far 
.is the Krentiin was concerned, and 
Father Kyrill would have done well to 
leave it at that. But then, cairied away 
by l is initial triumph, he committed a 
major error in judgment. Jordanian 
security a rents who shad owed Father 
Kyrill as a matter of routine noticed that 
instead of going straight baek to Old 
Jerusalem lo re-enter Israel via the Mun- 
dclbaum Gate, he detoured through the 
ancient Biblical city ot Nablus in Fasten) 
Palestine. 

Nablus, mentioned even in the Bible 
(it's called Shoehorn in Hebrew) as a 
roublcspot, is now a h tb d of discon¬ 
tent. N„sscrist subversion and commu¬ 
nist ag : t:ni >n among the destitute Arab 
efugees and impoverished inhabitants. 

Since il ere are no Russian Orthodox 
churches or monasteries in Nablus, the 
Jordanian agents assumed Father Kyrill 
was just looking lor objects of archae¬ 
ological or religious interest. They were 
therefore surprised wlrcn his taxicab 
stopped in froni of a inode-? villa owne ! 
by Dr. Soleim. n H tdad, a idical leftist 
journalist, feflov. travclle. and trouble¬ 


maker, who re - ally ipcut v.'vtii ..... 
ist" propaganda. 

He is also a militant atheist in lit ne 
hardly a likely confrere of a 'ro^-wear¬ 
ing p-iest. Yet, Father Kyrill spent more 
than three hours in Dr. liad.uTs house. 
When he emerged, the taxicab whic.k 
.vas supposed • have waited lor him 
was ne longer there fit b.id been driven 
away Ly Jordanian i-ecurify averts). 

Another c r drove ug' and sloppt d n 
.tom of the Russian prir-t. believing it 
to be a Uixir: !>, Father Kyrill opened t v- 
right front door and put hi-, bead inside 
•o ask whether the driver v ould be wili¬ 
ng to t.ikc him back tc J;>u .cm . he 
sixth sense of a veter. i: r iercovrr a • -ni 
must have warned him, box. ever, d ?t 
ihi' .- as no ordinary taxicab. He imme¬ 
diately jumped back, jcrl. :ig his b-ad 
hasiilv - too hastily, as it tamed oM- 
>r his long black beard at caught it*, 
he car’s half-open door and sluci. in th 
• •oo; frame, .'ne Russian 'priest” wa; 
revealed as cleanly shaved m »n, whose 
dij'htly Mongofian-Tartar facial struc¬ 
ture was plainly recognizable. 

“He was a priest like we are Chit . --c 
princes," grinning Jordanian gcflarm.* 
old their Israeli colleagues at Mandel- 
baum Gate the next day. 

The spluttering "Fath'-r ley 
politely escorted b *ck to tht i n 

tier-control station and waned n-it to re: 
foot tn Jordan again. On the suj e i*ay. 
without paving the customary ccurursj 
farewell calls on Israeli authorities, hi 
hasLIy departed on a llclgiar i. : ri ie: fet 
Vienna, where he transferred to a Czech¬ 
oslovak plane. 

Soviet churchmen in Jerusalem fold 
Israeli officials in “private converrnai , • 
that Father Kyrill was suffering Irem a 
"painful skin disease” which made daily 
shaving impc dive and force 1 h»r.i to 
wear u false oeard. Israeli .km surgeons 
and dermatologists point out. ho-\?v r. 
that they know ol no disease wpicl 
makes daily shaving ncccs .ir . In I;il . 
the contrary is the ease: people who so 
fer from fiiLial skin trouiilcs a u-dally 
forbidden to shave. 

There is no doubt whatever :nat "I a- 
.her Kyrill" was in fact a red agent mas¬ 
querading as a priest. Who knows how 
many other "Russian Orth ido> church¬ 
men" sent by the Kremlin lo open tc ia 
die sensitive Middle East a;e re. I eierL-y- 
men and how- many arc just a gen ol tb • 
Soviet intelligence services ... 

Jn any case, the Jordanian authorities 
have since turnc I away a group of 47 
Ruf.sin religious who attempted to enter 
'he Old City of Jerusalem with S* viet 
passports, on their way to the Rusri: u 
Orthodox churches and monasteries in 
Jordanian territory. No such r.-,i ictici 
prevail in Israel 'which maintains diplo¬ 
matic relations v/ith '-e Soviet Un n 
md which is fo r ced to eo.isi ier the suf¬ 
fering of 2 million Russian Jews -’sed by 
ihe Kremlin ::s pawns* ir. il, i e.;mp *ign 
of religious subversion. die r no 











United Lutherans Project Intercommunion Talks 




A 10,000-vvord Holy Communion 
"guide.” which provides for discussing 
fellowship at tfie Lord's Table with 
other denominations, was adopted by 
delegates to last month's 22nd biennial 
convention of the United Lutheran 
C hurch in America. 

The statement, three years in the 
making, fakes the place of a 20-year-old. 
250-word statement which the delegates 
rescinded. It was prepared by a special 
commission composed of 10 theology 
professors, 4 pastors, and a synodical 
president. 

"The time is ripe.” the statement says, 
“for Lutherans to initiate theological dis 
cussiun with other Christian Ixxlics re¬ 
garding intercommunion . . . | In the 
meantime] no blanket judgment should 
lx* expressed alxnit the celebration of 
the sacrament in interdenominational 
assemblies.” 

Generally, the new statement discour¬ 
ages extremes of Ixith “high church 
and “loiv church” communion practices. 

Dr. John W. Behnken, president ol 
the Lutheran Church—Missouri Synod, 
restricted his comment on the L1I.CA 
statement to a reaffirmation of the con¬ 
viction that there must lx: doctrinal unity 
before there can lx: intercommunion. 

As expected, ULCA delegates unani¬ 
mously endorsed a proposed merger with 
three small Lutheran groups: the Augus¬ 
t-ana Lutheran Church, the American 
I angelical Lutheran Church and the 
Finnish Evangelical Lutheran Church. 

The ULCA itself represents a union 
dating to 19 IK of the General Synod, the 
General Council, and the United Synod 
of the South. It now has some 2.500.000 
members in 4/>00 congregations. 

The new IxhIv, to lx* known as the 
Lutheran Church in America, will have 
some 3,140,000 memlx-rs and will prob¬ 
ably rank anywhere from fourth to sixth 
in size among LT. S. denominations. 1 he 
ULCA, now the seventh largest Ameri¬ 
can denomination, is the biggest in 
Lutheranism. 

If the merger is ratified by local con¬ 
gregations as anticipated, the constituting 
convention will lx' held in June of 1^62. 

The ULCA convention, held in At¬ 
lantic Citv, New Jersey, was marked hv 
a prolonged debate fin a disarmament 
statement sponsored by the Board of 
Social Missions. 

As lirst presented to delegates, the 
statement prompted a critical address by 
the Rev. William B. Downey, who is 
now pastor of Fox Point Lutheran 
Church near Milwaukee, Wisconsin. 
Downey was chaplain to the crew of 


STAND ON SACRAMENT DEFINED 


Dr. F. Fppling Reinartz, retiring 
secretary of the United Lutheran 
Church in America, hailed a new 
statement on lloly Communion 
adopted by its 22nd biennial conven¬ 
tion as “one of the principal docu¬ 
ments to lx- produced by the LUCA 
in its 42-vear history.” 

I lerc are highlights of statement: 

I’rct.'iuv Mj ('h rial "'[ Ihic is no direrl 
p|-ysu:il ilistvinnx'nt ul tin |ik-v‘ih.v of COtr»st 
in itx- vjcfaim'iii ;my more than of the prrs- 
rnco (toil in tlx- mnn Jesus. ’I'hc mystery 
is the miracle of (toil's pr.ieimis approach to 
man. R.ition.ili/atiomi are nitiif out. \ mystery 
can only he ui'kumvUxlRi-tl, not espl.iiixtl.” 

Tti.MksKjvInu-'W'c ito not oiler Cbii-ff's 
Ixuly ami hl<K»l in thanl.sRix inyt hut ire offer 
thaiihsuiviii}’ for tlie lioily nmt blow I that are 
Riven unit sited for ns. impartiii>; lorRixenoss, 
life anil salvatfon.” 

rreijneitry—** 11 m- fre«|i»eiicy of tlx- viern- 
ment. the tlesiKnanott of a pro|>er miimtnmt. 
aixl tlx- ch ir.ict. r of vi-stmi tits ate not imirn- 
port.utt or ilismissahle. . . . I lie I utherm 
(.'hurch has its own oiRanie nay to ileal with 
such practical issues.’’ 

l . /fott sfi/j. of /lcli>i-i , n-"1lx- It'Kally ofjpin 
i/<st eonitrcRatinn may well provide the con- 
texl within which the s.ierame»t is normally 


celeliraUtl, but as an mstittttbm it hint i:<> 
sacramental monopoly. The holy communion 
may he celebrateil elsewtis-rc a* well, wherever 
an nssenihly of believers is gatheteil.’' 

(Vine or (troye Jilii e? . . not inconclu¬ 
sive is the length aixl unity of the tiaii tion 
which sjieeilies wine ns tlx* eleox nt commonly 
used. ... 1 his is not to say that Kfape juice 
may nut l«> useil either in the instance of an 
offence: to conscience created It) the use of 
evine* or because of reasons of health.” 

('oitnnnuimi Cuy— “In the past the- e-hut• h 
Ims Kcnerally us»,l tlx chalice for the ad 
ministration iff the sacrament. However, tlo 
hannint* of the use of a common cup liy civil 
f.rw in sonic stales aixl rcim * il tmiuim: in 
hyuienie measures in our *oci(-ty Ivave caused 
eoosiilerablc concern alioiit the- continued u e 
of the chalice for the administration of the 
sacrament. It k appropriate that the ve-ssi ts 
iim-iI in the sacrament do not create an oh 
stade to tlx- devotion of tlx- people-.*’ 

Cost lire of Alt.ir ”( ontenipmarv panshe. 
are c limit rutted to :ts!* il klieelilltt at the altar 
for ilu- rccopiimi el the sat lament nurd'l n,.t 
lie desirable lor our tone and circiiinstiiix'i**. 
. . . However, this is not In to- inteipreteil 
to siii:K%‘st that standout is an inappropriate 
posture for the rect-ptioii of the Silcrament 
where t>'K' it i ooditi-'ns make it more ilerirahte." 

Vest merits -"In the ahsemv of l<K-.d court i 
lion:, to tlie nintmry, the use of cassock, 
surplice and Mote (by the pastor") I or service* 
of holy crrmnitmioit is He know led Red as Ur" 
etallv appropriate today.” 


IH H R 1ST! AN IT '¥ TODAY MEWS 


flic “Enola C:iv," the aircraft used to 
drop the first atomic bomb on 1 liroshimn. 

1 le centered bis opposition to the 
original draft on a section which called 
upon the governments of the United 
States anti Canada to engage “in such 
forms of peaceful cooperation and com¬ 
petitive ervexistence with the Communist 
world as will not further the totalitarian 
concept of control.” 

ll “What does the statement say with 
l regard to the defeat of Communist ide- 
| ologyr” Downey asked. "What word is 
there concerning the rollback of the 
Forces of Sovietism? What dix*s it say 
alxHit the liberation of our own brethren 
of the household of faith who are now 
enslaved? Can we cooperate with Com¬ 
munist treachery?” 

Downey’s remarks were greeted with 
enthusiastic applause, but alter lengthy 
debate bis amendment to the part of the 
statement he found objectionable was 
defeated by the delegates. He had 
sought a stronger anti-Gunmunist stand. 

The statement then was referred to 
an infonn.il committee composed of 
meinlxTS of the Board of Six ial Missions, 
Downey, and Dr. O. Frederick Nolde, 
a ULCA clergyman who is director of 
the Commission of the Churches on 
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International Allans, a joint agency <1 
the World Council of ( lutrelics and the 
International Missionary Council. 

The revised statement, adopted by i 
large majority, urged the nuclear ]lowers 
"to persist in the efforts to arrive at 
effective multilateral agreements on the 
cessation of all kinds of nuclear weapons 
testing with provision for adctjunte in¬ 
spection and control." 

“A moratorium on testing should lx- 
continued,” the statement added, "until 
every op|xirtunity to secure such effective 
agreement has Ixen utilized.” 

Eliminating mention of “competitive 
cr>existence,” it asked the United States 
and Canada to eng age "u ith other gov¬ 
ernments in peaceful competition where 
important difference's exist and in peace¬ 
ful eoojx’ration where fundamental prin¬ 
ciple is not compromised.” 

Another statement endorsed hv the 
Board of Stxial Missions, opposing capi¬ 
tal punishment, was defeated 248 to 
238 in the last hour of the eight-day 
convention. 

Elected ULCA secretary was Dr. 
George F. Harkins, who succeeds Dr. 
F. Fppling Reinartz. Harkins since 
1949 has liecn assistant to Dr. Franklin 
Clark Frv, ULCA president. 
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LUTHERAN 



Synodical Mergers Are Fine but a Bigger 


L UTUKHANS of North America are getting lo¬ 
rdlier! YVe’re now thinking in terms o! only three 
major synodical groups. This is eoming a long waj 
when yon realize that there have been as many as I(>0 
independent Lutheran bodies in existence on this eon 
tinent during the past two centuries. 

Some optimistic souls even foresee tin* possibility 
of total Lutheran unity around just a lew more cor¬ 
ners. The Lutiikhan Stand \m> has just finished a ser¬ 
ies of articles presenting a detailed picture ol one 
Lutheran merger which is moving us toward that goal 
of total unity. 

No doubt, all Lutherans rejoice at the increasing 
outward evidence of our essential oneness. Naturally, 
our efforts and attention have been focused on Lu¬ 
theran unity. But in working hard to put our own 
Lutheran house in order, have we, perhaps, neglected 
to think deeply about a larger challenge? The chal¬ 
lenge of Christian unity? 

It’s true that Lutherans need to eliminate their own 
divisions first, before doing much about the larger 
Christian picture. But il we aren’t in a position to 
tlo much regarding greater Christian unity we are 
always in a position to be thinking seriously about it 
And being thoughtfully aware of the present situa¬ 
tion, including our own Church’s position, i.v doing 
something about it. This article seeks to oiler some 
items for your thinking to work on. 

Unity—Both a f act and a Lack 

We may begin by asking, "What’s the present situ¬ 
ation?’ There must be some kind ol oneness already 
among those who claim the name Christ, or we 
wouldn’t be talking ol the need lor more ol it. No 
one is concerned about uniting organizations like the 
Teamsters Union and the PTA because, as organiza¬ 
tions, they don’t have much in common. 

But all who call themselves ’’Christians’ do have 
something in common. If the quest for greater unity 
among Christians has any single, universal motto, it’s 
the assertion that “our unity is in Christ!’’ 

Mil. I air/, is editor of One, youth magazine published for 
young people of five Lutheran synods, including the ALC. 


It’s to be expected that those who hear JI is name 
would unanimously agree to such a statement, luatle- 
«|uate as the statement may be as a confession ol 
I slit h, il cant be dismissed as having no contribution 
to make in our quest. for, at the very least, this motto 
states the Impelu! fact that some measure ol unity 
does, indeed, exist right now. 

It saws: Christians of every posxdde hue acknowl¬ 
edge to some degree the authority of the person or 
figure known as Jesus Chi ist. 

Such a summary, however, is obviously impossible 
as a basis lor unity. It would satisly very lew. Lvery 
Clirist-folloxver would insist on going farther, and 
as he and his fellow followers did so, it would be 
come clear that from the common it mi ter many path'- 
are taken. 

Thus the very statement which expresses the unity 
ol Christians also most sharply reveals our di\ ided 
ness, for once it is said that "our unity is in Christ, 
the who, what, and why ol Christ must immediately 
be answered. Our unity is a fact, but il is also a 
lack. 

The dilemma ol disunity despite unity is thus a 
theological one in the broad sense ol that term. It 
concerns the question. “What is the truth about Cod?’ 
[And since Christians believe that Cod is, in some way, 
[revealed l>\ or through Jesus Christ, we begin with 
il lim. 

Christian unity, I hen, finds its expression in what 
we believe and confess in common about Jesus Christ. 
In making their confessions not all groups ol Chris¬ 
tians immediately strike out on isolated paths upon 
leaving the center. Virtually all remain together at 
least for a lew steps (think of the common acceptance 
of the Apostles’ and the Nicene (Teed) and the great 
bulk of Protestants will walk side by side for an en¬ 
couraging distance. 

It doesn't always seem this way, lor every group 
tends to elevate what is distinctive in its confession 
to the position of No. I doctrine. Its understanding 
of a distinctive doctrine is naturally the major theo¬ 
logical reason for its separate existence as a denomina¬ 
tion. Thus, what most Protestant Christians confess 
in common is often at first glance overlooked. 
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wllenge Faces Us ... by CHARLES LUTZ 


\ Look at These Distinctive Idoctrines 

Among churches ol Western Christendom. lor ex 
:im |»!<*. tluee illustrations of (lie distinctive doctrine 
as a cause ol disunity may lx* noted. 

Baptists place prinio emphasis on Believer Baptism, 
(In* idea dial an individual must hr old enough to 
routes'* his faith intelligently Before receiving Bap¬ 
tism. 

\nglicaus (including Lpiscopalians) are separated 
I run i othci Protestants in their understanding ol the 
iuiuisti\ They Believe that, to Be valid, a ministry 
must Be aide to trace itself hack, in an unbroken line 
ol ordinations through laying on of hands, to the 
apostles themselves. 

And Lutherans insist on the real-presence approach 
to the Sacrament ol the Altar. We lielievc that the 
living Christ is present in the Sacrament, not morels 
in a spiritual way as IB* is always present. But not 
through a magical change of elements into flesh and 
Blood either. 

I'.acli ol these llure Protestant groups, when pressed, 
will place its distinctive doctrine at or very near tire 
center ol its confession. Yet. to the impartial oB- 
seiser all three groups would seem to have a great 
deal in common at the center. (In matters ol church 
unity, ol course, there aren't many “impartial ob¬ 
servers.' ) 

To mu fictitious impartial observer that which we 
confess unitedly would appear to he the logical cen¬ 
ter. The distinctive doctrines as viewed from the out¬ 
side appear as Branches farther out; they are the 
divergent paths. Thus to the non-Christian that which 
Christians have* in common looks more significant than 
does that in which we diilcr. This is why non-Chris¬ 
tians often pour scorn upon us for remaining so di¬ 
vided without, it seems to them, sufficient cause. 

So Christians, loo. though unavoidably involved in 
llieir own group traditions, need frequently to step 
outside for a look at the uliolu household 

Such outside viewing may help to lead to greater 
unity, and engaging in it is the first step each of us 
needs to take. But the viewer can’t remain outside. 


loir it is only those involved in the struggle for unity 
who can Be the instruments through which it comes. 
And not a one ol those involved can thrust himself 
outside and. in ellicicncy-cxpcrl fashion, decide which 
group needs to yield where, who must add. and who 
subtract what in his confession. 

Unity is not made in such a way—though there 
are many who would he happy to serve as architects 
ol such a grand compromise. 

Solution Now Seems Unlikely 

I lumaiily speaking then, there doesn’t seem to Be any 
satisfactory present solution to the problem ol disagree¬ 
ing coni ess ions. But it can still Be our prayer that the 
Cod ol the church, in Mis providence, will one day 
raise up a new form for the expression of the faith 
of llis church--a common expression in which the 
great Bulk of Protestants at least will Be able to agree. 

This is not a wholly idle dream, for it has a partial 
parallel on the current seem*. In classical Protestantism 
thi basic split lias Been tin* Beformed-Lutherau one. 
Bui this split is Being at least partially Bridged today 
In the so-ealletl "neo-mthodov school of theology. 

Its thought has Both Lutheran and Bclorined fol¬ 
lowing. and ils thinkers come from Both traditions. 
Both rclv on common sources such as the theological 
approach and content ol a man lik e Sorcn Kierkegaaid 
(a Dili century Dane who happened to be a Lu¬ 
theran). But Basically neo-oithodoxy is not a new 
theology. It seeks a new expression of the truth re¬ 
vealed in the Scriptures and a confession that will have 
more meaning for modern man. 

Nco-orthodxy, to Both Lutheran ami lleformcd tra- 
jditions, has its weaknesses. And yet it has made, some? 

( progress toward bridging a gap. Some observers have 
already called it “the ecumenical theology’—ecumeni¬ 
cal meaning that which pertains to the great church, 
"the whole household ol (aid. 

Pci haps, under the Spirit’s guidance, such an ecu¬ 
menical theology will yet unite those who share a 
common faithfulness to the Scriptures. It may then 
Become apparent that the confessions of our Prot- 
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cstaiil ancestors three or (our centuries aim arc not 
the most adequate lor ns today . We mav discover 
11 tut tin* older confessions, while adequate lor their 
lime and still true today are not the ultimate ones 
nor tlie l»est lor making the faith understandable 
todav. 

I‘he eliureh is alxvavs griming in its understanding 
ol the Scriptures and growing in ils eonlessional re 
spouse to (axis rex elation in tile Seriptnres. Cli.n les_ 
( Tix ton \loi nson made a point in tilling his 11153 hook 
about (Christian unity I'he lhi finished liefonnalion. 
lun tin- deformation is "unfinished " as long as those 
descended from it r« main lorn into fragments. 

It will he “finished." howexcr. not through a scorn¬ 
ing or sidestepping of theology, hut through a uexx 
ecumenical theology which results Irom fresh undei 
standings of Scripture and a willingness to put aside* 
from our doctrinal traditions xxhalexer is not essen¬ 
tially Biblical 

liiiiIy and the World Council 

Its a mistake hi equate the World Council ol 
Churches will) the moxement for Christian unity. Ihit 
it’s still true that \V( X ! remains the 1 movements' most 
tangible expression. Ami so u's not xvioull to luuk 
U|X>n ti n* World Council as the best p resent hope ul 
th e eliurelies lor altaiomen t ol a gi eater m iitx . 

Wliat is W( X is present worth? Its greatest value 
lies in the simple fact that it exists. Where else are 
some 100 church groups from every continent even 
brought into contact xvilli each other? ’I his the* World 
Council has accomplished—-contact and conversation. 

Perhaps no great solutions have vet resulted Irom 
such contact, hut all agree it’s the essential first step 
if greater unity is to he achieved. And if no other 
fruit resulted Irom the lad ol WCC, this achievement 
of contact alone would make its existence as an organi¬ 
zation worth xvliile. 

Hut there is other fruit. Many of the common en¬ 
deavors of the. churches, which liaxe required a greater 
unitx among the churches, are noxv being coordinated 
even before that greater unity is attained—because ol 
World Council. It had become clear that certain 
igements and agreements in the churches’ world 
ion outreach, for instance, could not wait foi the 
ol a unified Protestantism. The making of such 
agreements is becoming a part of the World Councils 
program. 

Because it has not produced any dramatic examples 
of organic union among member churches WCC is 
criticized bv some observers. These are the people 
who would like to change the Council into something 
xvhicli more aclixely promotes actual church unions. 
It is highly questionable whether the Council should 
ever change character in such a xxay. 

And vet there are examples of two or more ( lunches 
xvhicli noxx have essential unity and liaxe through 
WCC become aware of their existing unity. Such 
groups are encouraged to move toxvard organic union 
note, without xxuiling lor a onc-dav all-Protestant 
union. 

Tlie very atmosphere ol World Council circles, 
which creates an automatic desire for greater ex¬ 


pression of unitx among participants and a real con¬ 
cern about the eliureh s fragmentation—this atmos¬ 
phere should oxer a period of years hasten the re¬ 
union of such closely related groups. Since an organi¬ 
zation like the World Council, in simply existing, 
exerts this intangible pressure. i( is xvorlh preseixing. 

II WCC continues to exisl i! cannot help but de 
\elop. Il max no! become (he midwife lor the birth 
of a xxorld-xvidc Protestant church las some hope). 
Hut it still has things to do. The churches should be 
xx'illiug to let il lixc continue to support it. and look 
lor Cod’s working through if then w ith patience waif 
to s«v xvhal results. 

Unity and the ALC 

In the total picture of Christian unity the role ol 
the Ameiiean l.nthci.m Chinch may seem insignifi¬ 
cant. And x ct the AI.C is an autonomous chinch body 
\x hose existence increases bx one the quantitative 
problem ol Christian unitx. Thus slit* has a right, 
and cerl.nnlx a responsibililx', to speak concerning the 
problem. Our eliureh, in sexeial statements the past 
texx \ ears, has spoken concerning Christian unity. 

t he lirst such statement excr adopted by a eoiivcu- 
(ioit ol the \!.C came out ol the 15)51 com cut ion at 
Heati ice. Neb. In that statement our church recognized 
the tact that ’’she is not alone in the world. She linds 
herselt lixing side by side xvilli ollici Cluistian com¬ 
munions. This obligates her to find a Cod-pleasing 
xxax to live together xvith them in the light ol ltd 
historic character l»x' which she refiaius from the prac¬ 
tice of eliureh Iclloxx ship at the price ol compromising 
any truth.’’ 

The 15)5-1 document says om denial ol church lel- 
loxvship to any other Christian group 'does not stem 
Irom a condemnatory spirit . . . toward olhei ehuu hes 
xvlio xvilness for (ilirisl.’’ Bather, the AI .< is motixated 
“by laithfuluess to (be truths and com ietious she 
holds. The statement ai know ledges that true Chris- 
tiaus are found in every denomination which does not 
deny so much ol the dixine 1 1 nth revealed in Holy 
Scriptures that children ol Cod cannot he bom in* it. 
The statement then strikes' a more positive note: 

“The question ol relations hetxveen Christians and 
betxxcen Christian churches is not a matter ol per¬ 
sonal comcnicnce; il is a matter ol grave spiritual 
responsibility. The reasons which impel us to seek 
rx’or closet ties xvith other Christian churches, both 
Lutheran and non-Lutheran, arc reasons which stem 
directly from the life and work of Jesus Christ llim- 
sell. reasons which are inherent in the gospel. 

Another evidence that the ALC does not believe 
in Lutheran isolation appears in the l ! nilc<l 7 esli- 
iiioiiv, xvhicli is the doctrinal statement adopted by the 
ALC together with her txvo partners in the coining 
merger—the Kxangelical and the United Kvangclical 
Lutheran Churches. In Part II that statement says: 

“So long as witness can he Ixnne to the truth as we 
see it in Christ, a measure of outward fellowship may’ 
be enjoved even with such as difler with us in lI k* 
apprehension of certain aspects of the truth. . . . 

Ortainly. the principles have been well stated. The 
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haul part is in knowing just how to put them into 
practice. Participating in a form of fellowship on the 
world wide le\ cl (such as through the Woi Id (luuucil) 
is prohahlv the easiest, the* least delicate. On the* na¬ 
tional regional, and local levels such fellowship is 
progressively more dillicull. Kvperieuee has shown 
many l.utheran congregations, lor example, dial on 
the local lex el especially there is great pressure toward 
ignoi ing docli inal differences. 

VY lieu om looks at Christian relationships and unity 
on the Ymciicau scene lie cannot ignore the National 
< oimci! of < 'lunches. In the \ Idecided not 

to join this orguni/utiou. and since neither the KLC 
nor till I'l'.l (. .tie inciiihei s, the merged (luiieli will 
prohahly not become a memher in the near iulure. 
Three other l.utheran bodirs— the United Yugustaua. 
and Ymerican I 1 .y angelical I ailheran ( ihm< lies do be¬ 
long to the NC(!. 

I lie \I’ in the past has not found the National 
Council as sueli essential as an agency Ini helping 
hci in ltd xvmk. ( I he N( .( is more an agency lor 
piaetieal aetixities ol the i lunches than is the World 
Council and less a lonim fur theological coiixnsa- 
t ion.) 

Ihil the i|iieslion ol gain is not the onlv one iclatiug 
j to membership in the Nation.il (iouucil. More and 
j more N( C is considered to he the closest thing to a 
' “voice ol l 1 . S. Protestantism I Inis, lot exercising 
some control oxer that voice as much as for gain and 
dislniciive cim i 1 71 nilM >n i( may he that The Ymerican 
I .n duT.in ( !)hik h (altci PH>0) w iT T wish eventually to 
aflv lieisi II with the National < 'untied. 


Unity and Your (.'ongregation 

Its on the l«H*al level. however, that the i|iiestiou ol 
('hrislian unity h«•comes the most vital. YY hat can he 
done m the eoniiiiiuiily, within and among coiigrega- 
lions. In hntliei ( liiistian unity J Mlial can xve do to 
demolish ah more lolly the unity which already ex¬ 
ists? Several possibilities might he mentioned. 

I Our position on admittance to the Sacrament ol 
the Yltm has sometimes hern a h.inicr to nnitv Some 
individual Chiisti.iiis <»l other dciioiniiialiniis have 
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I si it I gill llie I .otd III |>i I led i |i i let hi" s 
Itlll elMlIil nut fim I 1 I is I :n 
Yel snilleliuw seemed In Iniull f I is I'.llllieilt hem 
\\ itliiu ttie m. ii k< I plaei• 

I smiglil the I.old heynuii (lie gates ol piaiso— 

III w a\ in it iii m\ :,i mg; 
lint whetc tile In nkeiihi n led wept I paused 
And fniinil ! lim in lh<' timing. 

|u»r I le who w i 1 ’ . ' I the shores of ( kill Ire 
(..tine to a vs «<i !i I n| men; 

I *nv\ ii ev erx ax eiiue of toil and teals 
I le vv andeis now as then. 

the hiinlt ned and the busy only need 11 

Amidst hie s storm ami stress I 

To hint and touch— Ini lie is alway s there 
To minlurl and to Ness. 
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trustified that they believe as we do regarding the ‘‘real 
presence” and vet are barred from communing in our 
churches. Traditional!) we have insisted on outward 
membership in a Lutheran church as a credential for 
communing at .1 Lutheran altar. Hi it tin important 
thing is agieemeul in 1 .1 it Ii. II any other < Ihrisliau 
believes 11 »<• words ol Cluisl on the Sacrament as we 
do. we have no 1 ight lo exclude him Irom (‘ommtmioii. 
which is the Lonl * Supper. 

Local l.'hristian «*ongregalious can frc(|iicutlv 
speak unitedly about (axis will 01 the Christian posi¬ 
tion on certain social »|iieslious. Last tail lor iust.mri . 
three \!.( pastors in hail fax County. \ a., joined with 
sevria! other Protestant ministers and a Homan ( allio- 
lic priest in signing a statement on i.iee relations. 
When t lu’isltans can meet lo study' such issues in tin* 
light ol Sciiplure and then speak with one voice repre¬ 
senting several th nominations Christian impact is 
heightened aiitl Christian unity promoted. 

•k ( an the ehorclies do anything unitedly in tile 
an a nl public « duration? When an entile conmmiiitv 
is ( linsti.m could nut both Protestants and Homan 
("a I holies work together with the school hoard in pre¬ 
senting at l< asl the ethical principli s of Scripture? 
YY’heie Piolestauts alone are icpiesenled in the school, 
such cooperation should he more ol a possibility. ()r 
iinisi Protestants cnnliimc to lorego such cffoils be¬ 
cause til a misuse of the principle ol clmrch-state sepa¬ 
ration? 

I. In the local congregations leaching and attitude 
toward other Christians we could do more to empha¬ 
size the unity which tines exist. Heeanse ol language 
difference and the theological separateness Lutherans 
hy tradition have been i.itliei mdillert nl to the ecu¬ 
menical concern. In om teaching the breach between 
Lutherans and other Protestants is often increased 
lliiuiigh an exaggerated emphasis on differences be¬ 
tween Lutheran and olhci theology, especially Hc- 
lormcd. Members of our churches ask, “|usl vxliat is 
tile tlill ereuee in our teachings? So il is naturally 
these tlillereiiees which get the emphasis. Pm I the 
large (|iiantit\ «*1 iloetiinal agreenient we enjoy with, 
lor instance, the Presbyterians or Kpiseopalians fails 
to icceive its proper attention. 

More attention to eeiimeiiie.il subjects in pastoral 
cm if ei cnee stiulv’. in the church’s press, in seminary 
and college r« ligion courses—these would heighten 
rcmnriitcal interest llirouglioiit the church. Local or 
area conferences on ecumenicity, with other denomi¬ 
national gioups participating and involving both lay¬ 
men and pastors, might also he attempted. 

Whatever the methods used, all of us nerd to lie- 
come more conscious ol the nnitv which tines exist 
among those who hear the name of Christ. Differences 
sincerely held must he presented, hut not all nou- 
Lntherans need to he referred to as "heretical sec¬ 
tarians, with a sneer in the voice. 

l lie one holy catholic church can he more of a felt 
reality among us. and the da\ ol its inoic complete 
physical expression can draw nearer—il we seek 
seriously to treat the concept as more than a phrase 
in a creed. 


MAY 73, 1950 
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NEWS 


Schuh Predicts Total Lutheran Unity 
In San Antonie Convention Sermon 


utuciiig Lutherans 
anti the time will 
rill he 


one ui game 


"There is unity 
in America toilny. 
come ulii'ii (here \ 
lioily in America 

lliesr optimislic slaU'iunils wcic 
made In President llenrv l‘. Sclmll in 
(he prepared text ol a scriiion preaclictl 
on Thursday morning. ()< !. f>. al the 
opening service ol the 15th coiiven 
tinn ol tin* Amci icao Lutheran 
( rhiiM. ii. held m St. |n!ni chinch, San 
Antonio. Texas ( Pastors fohn I . Mcyi t 
and 1 Icrhcrt Hrokei mg). 

Declaring that the motive loi the 
union ol the three ( lunches that at 
limning The American Lutheran 
(‘hnreli is "that we may declare unity 
in (.’Inisl as it exists among Lutheran 
brethren. I)r. Seliuh added: "This 
implies that this motivation will pi 
Inrther and eventually include otliei 
Lutheran hollies that are thinking ol 
merger.' “\Vc are happy, he said, 
"that otliei Lutherans are talking ol 
merger.” 

The Aineriean Lutheran Lhiirch. 
I)r. Selmli said, will eutei organic 
union with the Kvangelii.il Lutheran 
('hnreli and the United Kvangelieal 
Lutheran Clmreh "with (lie conviction 
and praver that it will he a giant step 
toward the ultimate goal—one Lu¬ 
theran Climeli in America. 

KKKKRRING to action taken at 
the !!).">(> Al.C convention. Dr. Seliuh 
said: "W e have declared (1i. it .ill 
major Lutheran croups in Amei ie^i 
are e ssrnf iaTlv* in agreement with ns; 
hence we have declared nni h wTU i 
all n l tTirm in doctrine , allh oni'li not 
in or.lit ice." As to practice, he said 
that we would have to adjust some 
of our practices before there will be 
one Lutheran Clmreh in America. 

The general theme ol the conven¬ 
tion. President Seliuh told the. con¬ 
vention delegates and visitors, is 
"Union in Christ. Specific theme of 
the opening sermon, based on Mat¬ 
thew 10:13-1!). was "The Church's 
()ne Komidat ion." 

Referring to the approaching union 
with the K.LC and the UKLC, the 
iimveutioii preacher said: "II this 
union is built on Christ, the American 
Lutheran Church is not giving op its 
life; it is not going to terminate its 
affairs ... it is simply going into a 
union with other Christians to guar¬ 
antee a lorward development ol the 
kingdom. . . . We shall live on in a 
bigger laxly, lienee, he added, we 
should not gel discouraged about all 
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New Lutheran Body Issues^ 
A Confession. Aeeks Name; 


A doctrinal article "which him been described ns n con-1 


fusion "• fiiith more than r le g al code o r s tandard ot UikT 
ei| ITTfe Vj fiis been w ritI »n ~Tmo the constitution ot a new) 
i.uTTn>rati Chinch wTiTeh is being formed. Participating in 
tin* merger negotiations are the American Evangelical, Aug- 
iistnua, •Kinni.xh Evangelical and United Churches. 

I’ir.vi>itinal approval of the 304- . ft||K nmtSkiH 

word, seven-paragraph stcte/nenl a luiium'.i 

tins been given by the Joint Com 


mission on Lutheran Unity of the 
four-way merger. The first draff 
of a sc 1 0 / by-laws and the sev 


inatiun in the Church. God still 
speaks though the Holy Scrip¬ 
tures and realizes His redemptive 


enth draft of the constitution | purpose generation after gener- 
were also submitted. The com- 

mlttee hopes m submit final drafts c Church a * 

fur siihmix'-ion to next year’s con- eepts the Apostles, the Nicenc. 
vent Ions of the uniting churches a ad the Athanasinu creeds as 

1 . 1 1 ii ., ■ -U*ue declarations of the faith of 

J he foui church bodies, it has 

been revealed, an- still scildng 
a name fur tlie proposed church 


body of three million members. 
Only two of six suggested names 
are available for use, ns legal 
obstacles It a v »• eliminated ihc 
other.s, llic committee learned. 
Names still available for con¬ 
sideration are the Lutheran 
Church - United Synods or the 
United Lutlicrun Church in Amer¬ 
ica. 

Name,- 1 tint weii.* ruled out are 
the Evangelical Lutheran Church 
in nerica, I lie E\ angelical Luth¬ 
eran Chun'li in North Amoiirii, 
the United I'vangelienl Lutheran 


the Church. 

“Section 5 . This church accepts 
the Unaltered Augsburg Confes¬ 
sion nnd Luther's Small Cate¬ 
chism as true witnesses to the Gos¬ 
pel, mul acknowledges as one 
with it in faith and doctrine all 
churches that likewise accept the 
teachings of tfc'c symbols. 

“Section 6. This church accepts 
the other symbolical books of the 
evangelical Lutheran church, the 1 
Apology of the Augsburg Confes¬ 
sion, the Snmlcald Articles. Luth 
tor’s Large Catechism, and the 
Formula of Concord as further 
\olid interpretations of the con 


Chut h In A icri », md the Luth >^ iun of the Chl,r,h ’ 
man Church in America. Sutton 7. This church affirm: 

... , ’he Gospel transmitted by the Holy 

Text of Slalt'uicnt ■ - ' 

F dlmving is ihc r<unp|ct<* text ccriplures, to which the creed 1 
01 dorlrin.’il articl* tenla-fand confessions bear witness, is 

ti'ely tun-pled by tin* en-nmi-slon the true treasure of the Church, 

the substance of it*} proclamation, 
and the basis of its unity and 


on f it!heron 
"S' cl Dll 1 . 


Unity 

ThK 


chinch con- 


fiv es Vais Cluis! a I.-ud of the continuity. The Holy Spirit use. 
ChU'ch. The Holy Spirit creates I the proclamation of the Gospel 


aim Mi'daiiis the Church 1 trough 


anil the administration of the 


the Gospel and thereby unites] 
believers with their Lord mdwitx. 1 
one an wilier In the fclh'ws.'iip of 
fait h. 

“Section 2. This church holds, 
that the Gospel is the revelation 
o£ God’s sovereign will and saving 
grace in Jesus Christ. In Him, 
the Word Incarnate. God imparts 
Himseif to men. 

"Section 39. This Chu p ch ac- 
knowie! > A .v ihe Holy Sci iptmvrJIS 
the norm ior~l h£ ri u!;,~ nd 7Ifc 
(>r - Ch urch. The h oly f i rip.- 
turco _ t * Inc— dialaei in 4red- 
record of Cod’? rcdempt* v “ 't. i&. 
JChlT'. Tor which the O’.d Testa-, 
,niv r ii! [>re vied the way 0 r 1 • hichj 
ithe S' Testament pre In 


Sacraments to create and sus¬ 
tain Christian faith and fellow¬ 
ship. As this occurs, the Church 
fulfills its divine mission a n 


Ithe • "nuallon of t’ 


Ta- 
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The oldest body of Israelite literature which has l>een preserved 
for us seems to have been gathered together and edited shortly 
after the death of Solomon. This group of writings, commonly 
identified as the “I document or source, consisted of an account 
of the creation ot the world and the fall of man, some stories 
of the Patriarchs, and laws and history ot Israel. It was com¬ 
piled in Judah, the Southern Kingdom. Similar traditions existed 
in the Northern Kingdom. W hen complied, about 750 B.C., it 
differed in certain details from the J” document, this new 
document, now known as the TV source, soon became known 
in Judah, and was there regarded as of equal authority with 
their own “1 document. Alter the destruction ol the Northern 
Kingdom the two documents were combined (about 050 B.C.) 
by Judean editors. It is now customary to call this document 

“JIV. 

In 021 B.C. the great reform under King o ih. which centered 
around a book which was in large part the present book of 
Deuteronomy, caused the compiling «>1 a document now known 
as “D. Finally in exilic and postexilie limes a group of priests 
and scholars compiled a skeleton bistoiy of the chosen people, 
together with their ritual laws and practices. This document, 
generally known as P," was apparently completed in the time 
of Ezra, approximately 444 B.C. Finally this T document was 
combined with "JiV and I)/ and the whole woven together 
into a unified narrative. Thus at last, about 400 B.C. then.* 
emerged the^ Torah,” or Pentateuc h, comprising lue live hooks 
Genesis, Exodus, Leviticus, Numbers, and Deuteronomy. 

Meanwhile, other writings were appearing. Most of these grow 
out of the work of the prophets. The Torah had dealt with the 
beginnings of the history of the; Children ol Israel, 'flu* other 
writings continued the story, receiving their final form when the 
influence of the prophets was at its height, 050-550 B.C. The 
canon of tlu; Prophets was closed about 200 B.C. A third group 
of poetical and wisdom writings was brought together in a 
single collection by 1>32 B.C. Eventually (lie Habbinical Coun¬ 
cil of Jamnia (about 90 A.D.) fixed the Old Testament canon. 

Jewish tradition held that inspiration cased alter E/.i who 
restored the Law. Under his direction I hr writing and editing 
of the Scriptures was completed. Christian tradition long con¬ 
curred, and it has been commonly thought that there was a 
great bridge of 400 yc'ars between the 4 close of the Old Testa¬ 
ment and the beginning of the New. Today, however. Biblical 
scholars place many of the canonical Scriptures, in addition to 
the well-known non-eanonieal writings, in that period. It is 
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riiank y-»u for your le^Ler regarding r.iy sen on over C3S recent ly. 1 

-./ill he olad Lo cry to ans : j c yrn - questions. 

L. Lutherans surely believe <-tat loose who reject God's grace, and do 
not receive the forgiveness which is o lie red in Jesus Christ: are 
j ik} ye ■, and ar * sennrai ed fton tnc blessing of ooing in God's pres- 
nce. As .o Liu* geography oC lire 1 i, and i! s temperature, I belief 
tha tlvse arc maLLtus -'uca ou. hL to lai ^ ».c God. 

As lo who-.tier God can or found m otner r>. lipions, I will aave lo 
ioun ov • nv Scriptures vhich -ell us that “Go 4 lias not l“it. limsel. 
vit.iou. a witness, and that there is "a lign. which liph-e h 'wry 
man." Lutherans no be ; *vc • hac God lias MirJ.' a comoi.* o and lirial 
revela, ion ol Hiir.sjli xn Jesus Cnris:, and that man's salva ion is 
chiougu faith in Hint. 

Lutherans agree ha-. Father, Son and Holy Spiri pa n co-equal. T-te 
. subordination’ wuich cccuts in Chrisi's voluntary lay:n aside lis 
glory Lo uecone man, as Paul describes in i ie second unn p ol 
Pni1inr>iins. 

J. I know of no Lutherans who do rio believe in God as Luc- Creator ol 
th- worll. Many--oui probably noc iitos t--Lot tier ans noli eve me. God 
ray nave directed a orocess ol Creation whici is ir.arJeouat ?ly jes- 
ipnatod as "evolution' by most- who s ‘t only i roi a human point oi 
viev». I mvsell do not believe c.hnf i t,«r^ is a confide* betwp *n Lhe 
lliblc* and science, since he xorn.ei witnesses ;o God's dealing with 
Pi^n) /in l tic latter with iindine out everything possible about. Mis 
crent ion. 

It is also honesl to say 'ha good, devoul, dedicated Lutherans 
view t:he book of Jonah irot different points of view. Wt.ile iti arm¬ 
ing its inspiration and t.,c unc tanging character ol l he ' ru. . iz 
coaciies, some Lutherans will consider u hs a literal nccoun-, an*. 

Others as n vision cr i paraule. Certainly the i!oly Suiri used 
uoLu vision and parable a-un-ianily torougheut the diale in order r ' 
tomniunicam trul’ 
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January 16, 1962 


I hope that these replies will answer your questions 
ana.that God will bless our church abundantly in the year 


satisfactorily, 
ahe ad. 


The Lutheran Layman 

Apeil, 1962 

ChiiFelies 


Sincerely yours. 
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Missouri 
Synod Is 
Participant 

NEW YORK <R>"3>—Conver¬ 
sation* between rcpre’eritativcs 
of Lutheran and Reformed end j 
Presbyterian Churches begun 
with *peaker« from bo‘h groups 
stressing the Importance of rig¬ 
orous theological study and dis¬ 
cussion. 

Representatives cl all major 
Lutheran bodies and all Presby¬ 
terian and Reformed Churohen 
in North America participated 
in the talks which were the 
first In a scrlea deolpned to ex¬ 
plore the theological position of 
each group. 

Spokesmen have etrr^vd that 
"merger Is not being dJocvescd’’ 
but that the talks r.re Intended 
to “discover to what extent dif¬ 
ferences which have divided 
these communions In the pest 
still constitute obstacles to mu¬ 
tual understanding." 

At the flr-t meeting h**re Id 
Lutheran and 11 Reformed and 
Presbyterian representatives heard 
and discussed papers read by 
Dr. Conrad Bergendoff, president 
of Augustana College in Rock 
Island, Ill., from tho Augurtana 
Lutheran Church, and Dr. John 
Leith cf Union Theological Semi¬ 
nary in Richmond Va., from the 
Presbyterian Church In the U.S. 
(.So^thfrn). 


"With all due respect to those 
who want a Christianity without 
creed we submit tl:at there can 
be no agreement when It is im¬ 
possible to state what is r creed 
—and then we have r, creed,” 
Dr. Bergendoff said. 

Dr. Leith called for a theo¬ 
logical renewal in the churches. 
He said that in many carei eer- • 
iou.s decisions on matters of • 
theology and church goverment t 
"are mado on tho basis of ax- , 
lom3 drawn from cur American 1 
way of life quite as much as t 
theological and Biblical sources." 

Dr. Leith said the. Presbyter¬ 
ian and Reformed Churches 
"havo never tied the unity or 
the existence of the church to . 
any point of polity or of order." 

"We have said that the church 
exists where the Word Is rightly 
preached and tho racraments 
rightly administered," he added, i 

The churchmen decided to 
carry on their theological talki 
over a three-year perlo-d, with 
the next session set fer Feb. 
21-22, 1963, In Chicago, 

: Representatives of each group 
f a1so elected officers to preside 
over tho future sessions. For the 
Lutherans, they are: Dr. Bergon- 
do ff, chairman; Dr. Theodore G. ' 
Tappert of Lutheran Theological 
Seminary In Philadelphia, vice 
chairmen; and Dr. H. J. A. Bou- 
man of Concordia Seminary In 
St. Loub, secretary’. 

Presidents of four major Luth¬ 
eran bodies participated. In the 
talks. They were Dr. Frenklln 
Clark Fry, United Lutheran 
Church in America; Dr. Trial vin 
H. Lundeen, Augustana; Dr. 
Fredrik A. Schlots, American 
Lutheran Church; and Dr. John 
;W. Behnken, Missouri Synod. 



Empie Criticizes HUAC 

Dr. Paul C. Einpie, executive. di- 
rector of the National Lutheran Coun¬ 
cil, has sharply criticized the House 
Un-American Activities Committee for 
its part in the promotion of the con¬ 
troversial film, Operation Abolition. 

Speaking before the Jewish Com¬ 
munity Relations Council of Greater 
Philadelphia on Oct. 4, Dr. Einpie 
charged that “manipulation of the 
truth” was evident in the production 
of Operation Abolition and assorted 
the committee “goofed, and I would 
have greater confidence in it if it had 
the candor and courage to admit it.’ 

Dr. Empie emphasized that he is 
not allied with those who would abol¬ 
ish the HUAC, hut that he Ix’liev. s 
the committee’s objectives and pow¬ 
ers should be more clearly defined. 

“There must be watchdogs in 
government whether they function 
through the FBI or some Congres¬ 
sional committee,” he said, “but the 
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American public must always ba dili¬ 
gent to watch the watchdogs and 
ready instantly to pay the high price 
which may accompany calling them 
to task when they start nipping at 
the wrong heels.” 

He cited the John Birch Society as 
typical of those with an extremist 
attitude and said “one just can’t 
laugh off this kind of tiling any more 
than one could get rid of McCarthy- 
ism without several years of courage¬ 
ous resistance on the part o c enlight¬ 
ened leaders supported by g at num¬ 
bers of people.” 





Part Two 


THE SIGNIFICANCE OF CONFESSIONAL 
SUBSCRIPTION 


The two essays which are written in part two ot this booklet were pre¬ 
pared and read in connection with the second meeting of the- representatives 
of the National Lutheran Council and The Lutheran Church-Missouri Synod 
held November 18 and 19, I960 in 5t. Louis, Missouri. 

The discussion in connection with the reading of the essays is confidential . 
However, the group did vote to release the comments of the essayists them¬ 
selves. In this case, because there was one statement, the group voted to accept 
this statement as a press release, and an expression of the consensus of the 


S 


group. 

The statement is . s follows; 


"Substantial agreement was reached with rele-rencc to (J^) designation ot 
the confessions which are involved in subsciiption, (T) assertion of his¬ 
torical limitations in the Confessions, (3) allowance of di ; nction between 
the primary norm of the Scriptures ami the secondary norm of the Con¬ 
fessions, (4) recognition that the heart of the Confessions is their witness 
to the Go-pel, (5) acknowledgment that this understanding of the Gospel 
requires rejeuiotTof contradicting understandings, (6) affirmation of the 
mport.mcc <■; confessional subscription fo- the proclamation of the 
■.hurch. 


"Since .her: was >n b4a:iti . d an.r. mcnf on the significance and nature of 
confession^ subscription further talks between The Lutheran Church- 
Missouri Synod and the National Lutheran Council are being planned." 


The following persons were present at the meeting in St. fouis. 


Representatives of The Lutheran Church-Missouri S>ro : 


Dr. John \7. Behnk-i 
Dr. George 3cto 
Dr. H. 1. A. Bouinun 
Dr Martin H. bran: .naan 
Dr. A. O. Fucrbrin> et 


Dr. Oliver R. , * rms 
Dr. L. B. Meyer 
Dr. Theodore F. NLk- 
Dr. George 'V. Wit'm r 
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THE SIGNIFICANCE OF CONFESSIONAL 
SUBSCRIPTION 

by PROF. THEODORE G. TAPPEKT 


1. We need to remind ourselves at the outset that Lutheran churches 
have not always included the same documents in their collections of confessions. 
This was not only true in the sixteenth century; it has remained true to our 
own time. It is common knowledge that in the churches of Norway and 
Denmark as well as in their North American daughter churches it has been 
customary to limit subscription to the Augsburg Confession and Luther’s Small 
Catechism. It is not so commonly known that in some other Lutheran churches 
subscription has included such additional items as Melanchthon’s Loci Communes 
(Pomerania), Luther’s Great Confession concerning the Holy Supper (Osna- 
briick), the Saxon Visitation Articles (Saxony), Urbanus Rhegius’ booklet, 
"How One Should Speak Circumspectly about the Chief Articles of Christian 
Doctrine" (Luneburg), or the Barmen Declaration (Austria). Some Lutheran 
churches ha/ * required subscription to "the four chief symbols" (Lauenburg) 
—the Te Deem in addition to the Apostles’, Nicene, and Athanasian Creeds— 

A- others ha; e officially singled out only the Apostles* Creed. Historical 
circumstances, involving political md geographical as well as ecclesiastical con¬ 
siderations, recount for these did ere rices. Ot far more importance is the uni 
versa! acknowledgment of the Augsbu g Confession tnd Luther’s Small Cat¬ 
echism, and the actual if not explicit use of the Apology, Smalcald Articles, 
Large Catechism, and Formula of Concord in interpreting the Augsburg Con¬ 
fession and Small Catechism. In so far as this is so, there is much more actual 
agreement as to confessional standards in world Lutheranism than the diversity 
of corpora doctrinae might at first sight suggest. 

2. Another preliminary observation needs to be made, and this is that 
the Lutheran Confessions included in the Book of Concord have generally 
occupied a more important piece in American than in European church life. 
In most countries of Europe a dose relationship was established between 
church and state and between Lutheranism and national culture. Whether 
state churches or folk churches emerged, the consequence was that unity 
tended to be preserved not only by confession of a common faith but also 
by participation in a common nationality and culture. Conditions which obtained 
in America made a continuation of the European pattern impossible in the 
long run. Denominational diversity and separation of church and state led to 
voluntarism in church membership. While ethnA and cultural ties continued 
for a time to hold immigrant groups together, eventually Lutherans were com¬ 
pelled to come to terms with their new environment and find their unity in 
a common confession, in "agreement in the teaching of the Gospel.” It may 
be maintained that Lutherans in America have thus come closer to realizing 
the inrention of the Reformers than many of tl »ir European brethren. Be this 
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as it may, the Confessions have on the whole been taken more seriously in 
North America than in Europe, although the recent revival of interest in the 
Confessions abroad should not be underestimated. 

3. It is as norms for the proclamation of the church that the Confessions 
are taken seriously. Laymen usually employ the shortest and simplest crecdal 
form, the Apostles’ Creed, when they make a public confession of their faith. 
Significantly this is the form that is recited at Baptism and confirmation, and 
this is the form that receives ampler exposition wherever Luther's Small 
Catechism is made the basis of catechetical instruction. Relatively few laymen 
have any real acquaintance with the Augsburg Confession, although it was tire 
fashion in the nineteenth century to make it accessible to the laity by repro¬ 
ducing it in hymnals. Only very exceptional laymen have ever read the other 
sixteenth century documents in .he 3ook of Concord, and they are neither 
required nor expected to do so. Dut ministers of the church are. Because of 
their responsible positions of leadership, ministers are expected to have a fuller 
knowledge than hymen of the historical landmarks of the church's develop¬ 
ing understanding of God’s revelation of himself. They are also expected to 
embrace as their own the understanding of God’s revelation to which the?e 
statements ’ ear witness. This is so because ministers are called not to spec’: 
i'o: ii nselves ;.!o. e but to speak for he church, not to conduct open ferum; 
on .cl'g’ai.s topics but to proclaim j.ood news. If rnen are to exercise a ministry 
within a fellowship which has a common understanding of the Gospel and 
which professes to owe its very existence to this Gospel, they must be willing 
to subscribe the creeds and confessions which, properly interpreted, express 
this understanding. 

4. Proper interpretation is of crucial importance. All creeds and con- 
fc cions L.ar the marl's of the apes which produced them. Pec-mse they are 
historical documents they can be understood only in the light of the concrete, 
untrue table situation* out of which they came. Content as well as form were 
in some me .sure shaped by the circumstances. The Augsburg Confession is 
different from the Smalcald Articles not only because the first was framed 
ly the cautious, conciliatory Melarchthnn and the second by the bold, defiant 
Luther, but also because the situation at the Diet of Augsburg in 1530 was 
vastly different from the situation created by the pope’s call of a council of 
the church in 1337. Two different reflections of Luther may be seen in hi; 
Small and Luge Catechisms which came f.en die press almost simultaneous^ 
in 1529: the quiet, reflective, patient pastor instructing householders an ’ 
children, and the polemical, verbose reform..: challenging fellow pinchers 
A pre ver interpretation of the Confessions m*u-t take cuch Usings into account. 
Vv hca the Confessions were assembled in the Book cf Concord pains v.xrc 
taken to k.ep them in their historical coi text by prest-ving the p-^faces 
the se.eral documents whi-h set forth the occur is for cheir preparation. 

5. Frcper historical intcrprclatic i a’ o requires acknowledgment of the 
1 rger r acting of the Confessions in ihe Itefc mation movement, fho.e w.iO 
tune to Le called L.lher..ns w.re involved in a t..o-f:~nt war. They we:, 
i r.der ti e necessity of clarifying and di/e^di' g their own ir terpretaxon of 
Cliri d.'xhy over again t the ir.te prcLatio.xs of C :1 dies ..i the right, end Ana¬ 


baptists and Zwingliar.s on the left, "against the aberrations of the papacy 
and of other sects.” 1 In effect, therefore, the Confessions were answers to 
the question, "What is Lutheranism?” It is noteworthy in this connection 
that all the Reformation dreunrnts included in the Book of Concord with 
the sole exception of the Formula of Concord were written in a period of 
only eight years, Letween 1529 and 1537, for this would in itself suggest 
that all these confessions expressed the same understanding of the Christian 
faith. Such an a-.sumpti n is fertihed Ly the fact that these documents carr.e 
from the pens of the two leaders of the Lutheran movement, Luther and 
MelancL.hcn, who wc-e intimately associated with each other during this 
period. It is ther.fere legklmnL to luck for harmony in the affirmations which 
-tb-se confessions lake. In fact, such harmony can be established by dose 
examination of the Confessions them 6 .hes if they arc read in the context of 
the larger situation c t cf which they c...ne and with the help of other con¬ 
temporary vrii’r.gs of the same authors rather than in the light of later the¬ 
ologians. As t f, e Formula of Concord put it, ihe earlier confessions were testi¬ 
monies which showed "how at various times the Holy Scriptures were undtr- 
Siood in the church cf God by con imp varies.’ 2 

6. It is cue thing to establish by literary and historical investigation 
what the confessors were actually declaring and quite another thing to decide 
whether they were just. " J under ti n cr umstances in declaring what they did. 
To arrive at a j .1 ner.t here requires a fair historical appraisal of the alterna¬ 
tive interpretations cf Christianity belli on the right and on the left, and then 
aLo a careful ti. c logical decision as to whether "the Holy Scriptures w’ere 
under toed” aright by those who were "contemporaries.” When subscribing 
the Confessions to ’ay, Lutherans usrert that, in view of the issues which w’ere 
then at rtake and the alterna ives whidi were then offered, the confessors 
were right. It is cl ar therefore that one cannot subscribe ihe Lutheran Con¬ 
fessions without . IfirT-iug the Luth.r P»cformation. 

7. We reed r. w to look mere closely into the relevance of the Cor.- 
fessions to the proclamation of nur generation. Almost four hundred years 
have packed since the last of ‘he Lutheran Confessions was written. The 
language er.., !eyed then does not always convey the same connotation to us 
techy. \ v 7e use terms like "subctmi e." "accident,” "merit,” and "satisfaction” 
wi.h greater caution and reserve than the authors of the Formula of Concord. 
Even when we are impatient we usually refrain from publicly calling our 
opponents "ri de a rcs,” "godlc > sycophants,” or "windbags,” as Melar.chthon 
did in the Ape! igy. We know tndvy chat tlie etymology of th e word "mass" 
which was co rf. I ly p roposed «r ih^Axcdogy-is wrong. We no longer assert 
a s a..7~ r T ' ir w~ : y as . Augsburg Concession d : d .hat baptism Is necessary to 
: Iva'ioa, and . e ire nul.:- ics7~ s ure" than Lie Freati.e on thp Power and 

"Vr. nacy wf tleTTo^e t u :.t N \tt. l(S : l?x 1 9 tcicrs to Pcier’s confession instead 
cT ,T.b i. iTTdaFna between church or.i „tate is assumed in some of the Con¬ 
fessions which hrrdly ccnnvends itself to u- teday. These concrete examples 

1. Fi aula or Cxtn'-ord, Sv-liJ Cr la. * non, IU.!<* and Norm, 5, see Tappert, op. til., 
p. 104. 

2. Forma.:. of Concord, Epitome, I r ro., ft, sre Tapprn, op. cit., p 465. 
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will serve to illustrate the historical limitations of the confessors and the 
changes which have taken place in our knowledge and understanding of some 
things since the sixteenth century. 

8. Of course, the Lutheran Confessions themselves do not claim to be 
expositions of the Christian faith whose ever)' expression is perfect and timeless. 
The Formula of Concord took pains to distinguish between the authority of 
the Scriptures and the authority of creeds and confessions. The latter "are 
not judges, like Holy Scriptures, but merely witnesses. ’ 3 "The Word of God 
is and should remain the sole rule and norm of all doctrine, and ... no human 
being’s writings dare be put on a par with it." 4 Alongside this clear distinction 
it was also claimed that the teachings in the Confessions were "grounded clearly 
on the Holy Scriptures." The Confessions themselves therefore assert both 
a quatenus and a quia, both that the Confessions should be acknowledged only 
in so far as {quatenus) they N agree with the Scriptures and then also because 
{quia) they agree with the Scriptures. John Conrad Dannhauer (d. 1666) 
was quite right in declaring that by itself a quatenus subscription is not enough 
because one can subscribe even the Koran "in so far as it agrees with the Scrip¬ 
tures.” On the other hand, the later pietists who had scruples about some 
things in the Confessions were also right when they insisted that a quia sub¬ 
scription by itself is not enough. Tension between the w-itness of the Scriptures 
and the witness of the Confessions must be allowed, and indeed asserted. 

9. This can also be put in another wav. God always addresses man 
mediately ami at the same time immediately. He addresses us in oral or other 
witness to ms mighty acts in history, especially in the goo;l news of his deed 
in Christ which has been handed down to us from the time of the apostles. 
God comes to us, as it were, on a horizontal plane through a long chain of 
witnesses who have at least preserved the Scriptures even when they have 
not had a univocal understanding of them. At the same time God addresses us 
vertically, directly, now. These are not two different approaches of God, for 
God continues to speak to us today through the Gospel that was once for 
all delivered to the saints. The Augsburg Confession acknowledges this when 
it asserts, "Through the Word and the sacraments, as through instruments, 
the Holy Spirit is given, and the Holy Spirit produces faith, where and when 
it pleases God, in those who hear the Gospel.” 8 The Confessions are themselves 
a literary deposit of the Ijving encounter which mc-n in.the sixteenth century 
had with God w'hen they heard his Word. They affirm that God will speak 
tolatcr generations in^ similar fashion. They may be said to presuppose that 
later generations, standing in the same horizontal tradition, will apprehend 
and express their ow n encounter with Got! in relation to the situation in which 
they then find themselves, but not without reverent regard for and reverent 
recognition of God’s witness to himself in the Reformation. A two fold obedi¬ 
ence is therefore required of us: we must listen to God as he speaks to us in 
the witness of the prophetic and apos to lic Scriptures and we must listen to 

.3. Formula of Concord, Epitome, Rule and Norm, 8, see Tappert, op. cit., p. 465. 

4. Formula of Concord, Solid Declaration, Rule and Norm, 9, see Tappert, op. cit., 
p. 505. 

5. Augsburg Confession, V, 2, see Tappert, op. cit., p. 31. 


God as he spoke to and through the Reformers—indeed, as he spoke to and 
t hrough Christians throughout the entire history of the church. 

10. The Reformers believed that there was a contradiction in some 
fundamental matters between the testimony ot the Scriptures and the procla¬ 
mation of the church in their day. They also reckoned with the possibility that 
similar contradiction might recur and held that "the Word of God is and 
should remain the sole rule and norm." When some Lutherans today raise 
questions about what the Formula of Concord asserts concerning the third use 
of the law (Article VI), they are not only alleging that the Formula misunder¬ 
stood Luther but they are also suggesting that statements in the Formula may 
be in conflict with the testimony of the Scriptures. Without attempting here to 
set forth the pros and cons on this matter, it may be useful to inquire what is 
demanded of the church when a question like this is raised. It is clearly not 
permissible to declare the question out of bounds simply because an answer has 
already been proposed in the Formula, for this is contrary to what the Formula 
itself declares about norms. K.F.A. Kahnis was right when he said, "Whoever 
thinks that the teachings of the Lutheran Church are true because they are 
Lutheran is no Lutheran." 8 It is accordingly a part of the continuing theological 
task of the church to discover, in so far as this is possible, what the truth is, 
and not merely to defend or apologize for an utterance in the Confessions. 

All the resources of the biblical, historical, systematic, and practical disciplines 
must be brought to bear on the question at issue. All the freedom that is 
compatible with responsible theological conversation must be allowed. In time 
a solution will presumably be reached, either establishing or qualifying what 
was stated in the Formula of Conco.d. Something like this has already happened 
with regard to the examples mentioned above (paragraph 7). 

11. Unlike some later confessional declarations of other churches, the 
Lutheran Confessions were products of the Reformation itself. We are living 
in a time in which there is great appreciation for the Reformation, and the 
Confessions of the Reformation share in this appreciation. Besides, the juxta¬ 
position within the Book of Concord of a variety of statements with a variety 
of ways of expressing the same teachings has afforded a flexibility and a rich¬ 
ness which contrasts favorably with the rather more rigid definitions encountered 
elsewhere. This helps to account for the fact that the Confessions have retained 
a more important place in the Lutheran church than parallel declarations of 
faith in other churches. 

12. It has occasionally been suggested that some statements in the 
Lutheran Confessions should be removed or altered. Attempts made in the 
past to revise the Confessions have been so unsatisfactory, not to say disastrous, 
that this solution does not commend itself. Moreover, the Confessions are in 
the first instance the testimony of the Reformation, and it behooves us to 
listen to this testimony just as it was given. Here it deserves to be remembered 
that it was the unaltered testimony from the past that helped many a man find 
his way back into the church after the period of rationalism. During the sub¬ 
sequent confessional awakening in the nineteenth century it sometimes became 

6. K.ihms, K. F. A., Die lutheritche Dogtna'.ik histotiich-genetiscb dargestelll (Leip- S 
zig, 1861-68, 3 vols.), vol. I, p. 7. 
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j customary by way of reaction to require "unconditional subscription" to the 
I Confessions, or "subscription without reservation." Often it was not made 
clear in the form of subscription just what it was that one subscribed so uncon¬ 
ditionally. Cer tainly nobody today can honestly accept as true every iot and 
1 title in the Book of Concord—" not depart cvena finger's breadth from con¬ 
tent or lor mulaTtbn, tKcTPreface to the Book of Concord expressed it. Jhe 
fo rm of subscription needed revision rather than the Co nfessions if men wer e 
to subscribe without scrup les of conscience. What they could, and probably 
did, subscribe with hearty good will was the teaching of the evangelical Lutheran 
church to which the Confessions bore witness. What this "confession within 
the Confessions” is must be clarified anew in every' generation after attentive 
. .consideration has been given to every jot and tittle in the Book of Concord. 
/ Only thus can the continuity of the church be preserved without lapsing into 
sectarian obscurantism and without ultimately being untrue to tire Confessions 
themselves. 


13. Points in the Confessions to which Lutherans themselves may take 
exception are astonishingly few and are usually formal rather than substantive. 
The understanding of the Word of God to which the Confessions are historical 
witnesses still commends itself to Lutherans as in harmony with the Scriptures 
and therefore as true. That God has not left himself without witness and has 
revealed himself especially in Jesus Christ, that he is a God of judgment and 
grace, that in his presence man stands as a sinner in need of forgiveness, that 
man is justified by God’s grace through faith without the works of the law', 
that it is through the Word of God that the Holy Spirit awakens faith, that 
a new' life of obedience follow's upon faith—such affirmations are still em^ 
braced by Lutherans today with the same w'hole-hearted conviction as in the 
sixteenth century. Besides, certain alternatives are still rejected—for example, 
that children are "innocent” in God’s sight until they commit outward acts 
of sin, that the baptism of infants is wrong, that man can in some measure 
make himself worthy of salvation. Acknowledgment of historically condi¬ 
tioned expressions in the Confessions must not be allowed to obscure the 
impressive identity in what has been and still is believed, taught, and confessed. 
Confessional subscription asserts such identity’. 

14. Not only do candidates for ordination subscribe the Confessions 
to profess their own faith and declare their intention to preach and teach 
accordingly, but congregations, synods, and churches express similar adherence 
to the Confessions in their respective constitutions. The purpose is to declare 
how the Word of God is understood and to obligate all ministers of the 
church to proclaim the Word of God in accordance with this unden t, iding. 
It is of the utmost importance that the Word of God be proclaimed in its 
purity, for it is through the Word that the Holy Spirit calls, gathers, enlightens, 
and sanctifies the whole Christian church on earth. Consequently the church 
has not only the right but also the duty' to guard against any distortion or 
foreshortening of its proclamation. There can be no doubt that there are 
individual ministers in every church body w'ho do not live up to their pro¬ 
fession, whether because of ignorance, in advertence, or bad faith. No chun.li 
discipline has ever been devised \ hich can altogether eliminate incompetence 
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or insincerity, and if it could be devised it would almost certainly destroy the 
freedom of inquiry which is essential to theological vitality and ecclesiastical 
health. There can be no doubt, either, that conventions of synods and of 
churches occasionally take actions w'hich may be questionable in terms of the 
avowed confessional position, but such instances should not be interpreted out 
of hand as demonstrations of faithlessness; they may only prove that questions 
pertaining to faith cannot be decided by majority vote. The Apology of the 
Augsburg Confession has something to say to us that should be appropriate in 
connection with all of this: "In all families and communities harmony should 
be nurtured by mutual aid, for it is not possible to preserve tranquility unless 
men cover and forgive certain mistakes in their midst. In the same way Paul 
commands that there be love in the church to preserve harmony, to bear, if 
need be, the crude behavior of the brethren, and to cover up minor mistakes, 
lest the church disintegrate into various schisms and the hatreds, factions, and 
heresies that arise from such schisms." 7 
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Dialog, 

Christ 1 'anity will be decided by t^ie way in whjch 
the Christians “wait on the Lord” whose merries 
are always pew. Clergymen would do better, there¬ 
fore, to tench men the (discipline of waiting in hope 
... . . . simamu ~ rather than to rou3e them to fear. _ 


M DEVIL IN THE FLESH 


Luther, according to the legend, threw an inkwell 
at the devil who stood before him in hi3 study. 
Since some anti-Ccmminirt ervrad r a mong the rr. 
clergymen, have s:>ottcd Communism ns fhe very 
devil in the flesh, they have set ned intent on doing 
the same thing. Yet, Luther’s method of l>c efficient, 
direct hurl is somehow preferable to that cf the cur¬ 
rent anti-Communist crusaders who let the ink flov r 
first through a pen, sometimes poisoned, and then 
a print shop. 

Most of the ethically dubio us aspsets of t-is kind 
of crusading have already been pointed out, such 
as its use of slogans in place of reflective thought, 
its indifference to the injustice it creates when it 
confuses the distinction between dissent mid trearon, 
its fostering of stzspiciousncss, ard its rrisll s*^ 
characterization cf Communism. Forceful objection 
also has been made to the tendency to regard the 
church as an instrument o r national pc’icy, rrd the 
House Committee on u n-Arc lean r,riiviricnA 3 the 
protecting angels. 

Beyond granting the validity of that criticism, it 
is important to recognize in this frenzied campaign, 
which includes clergymen of a very cg nsfTvnfiv e 
jtraining . the peculiar in r rniity of an eg" which 
senses the hiddenness of God end becomes afraid. 
“What is real about us all is that each of us if 
waiting.” These words, which W. H. Auden in Fo r 
the Time Being 1ms the third ehepherd speak Ijefom 
the Child is bom, are a superscription of die times. 

\ Waiting, as everyone knovrs, is strenuous and 
lonely activity, and not something one normally 
chooses to do. Yet, as Luther also learned, there are 
times when it is the truest liturgy. In view of the 
real threat of Communism, the patience which 
makes possible the plodding work of cartful analysis 
and prudent planning is ncr ; to be recommended 
than explosions of devotion to slogans. 

The survival of Western democratic freedom map 
well be decided by the ability cf the West to irri, 
better than Communism does cr 'an. the real needs 
2 of the nations of the world. But lha survival o* 


B THE PRICE CF TREE LFTETATURE 


23 

v;h; r do today’s pastora receive an avok.nche of 
free literature? Who are there literal?/ berr'actors 
v;bo shower ibe pa* onnge or the rhumb Vice wftli 
free subscriptions Lo a’most everything f“om CbrtrU 


i aniiv Tot n 2»y*nom ic8 to T he Wo rd 

and Thro v e, i o ’A 'o. y: There are many 
others. One pastor rz: :.ic I more than twe’ve free 
periodical, irony cf which, however, rill ; n*o the 
category of churcli promotional jemr lism. 

Thece ecoIori'’' ,1T nrl rape:.; a’ \ < f course, rot 
free. Tim congregations of the church subsidize 
them, and they serve the deSnite purpose of tcccp’Y.g 
clergy and laity informed of ’be multi-faccixi pro¬ 
gram of the church. One might argil j that too much 
of this promotional literature is besieging the poor 
parson whose bc3t friend often heron' 3 circular fi’e 
No. 13. PTe often wonders whether finis money could 
net ho m^re strategically spent elsewhere. Eut at 
least ho knows the explicit i It: lion of these papom. 


and Ire is r.wn-o that he, in turn, is expect**'1 to form 
a.n important link in the promotional chain from the 
executives to lay persons and purses. 

Cut leaving this question aride for the moment, 
v ■ lo’ilcl V o to r-'^Vro t %- » TV T be¬ 

hind that other class of Lee literature which today’s 
paster receives without so mtch as asking. It is 
significant that all these ether free papers carry tiio 
same ideo’opical tendencies. They have the came 
message whether they p-e v.ri’irg cn the Supreme 
Court or the Supreme Being. God and America are 


packaged together. They are r> < tri t. raectionarv . 
rcT r:nficist. re~ nidican (O d Gu ard) — ord— even 
Rrm nn. They are vor r confident that tbp will of 
God is more compatible with tlie past than wi + h the 
present or future. They beckon 1:3 eitner ti I -Id 
the line against modem tend rcies, or to turn back 
'he clock to our utopian pest —a thing which can 
mist in our minds to ’he cr cat we do not think 


about it. Religiously, politically, serially and coo- 
oreicafly, they are prudia »1 morj ic, legi lia- 
ticany censorious, and bib! rftrauai 





Dialog, 

The r ed hags Iney wave ore ‘ world church,” “sccia l- 
fimi,” “welfare state/' “liberalism,” “federalism,” 


“bi g governing” and the like. V/ eddy or monthly, 
the pallor receives ab^ut .six periodicals which ham¬ 
mer away on the same ideological anvil. 

Anyone casually acquainted with the high cost of 
publishing must fr*d some explanation for these 
free literary rifts. Is this charity, drys this a cam¬ 
paign to cs otrre the*pa]on. to buy space in t’x e 
par.'sh paper, to b uy tim e for some honored but 
da t 1 in-'Mtutions of A Tcvi ca i li e? 

Tag-' who invest t hours M ds of dollars in reactio n¬ 
ary proparran r ia-nre world l y ’vise. They know v/hat 
they are doing, f ,,v ri <~l T ar is bov in e wh at f h^y 
want_ For pastors do re d some tilings in their 
hasty search for sermon materials, and they trans¬ 
mit what they rend. It can hardly be doubted that 
their minds and there r oro their message are being 
rhrped by v/hat they read. While many are reading 
this free literature, only a few subscribe to journals 
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ing media. And they will liave received the benedic¬ 
tions of religion on top of it. The financial angels 
behi nd all this free literature are not fools. The 
question is whether they think pastors are. Like 
advertising agents, these religious reactionaries, 
backed by secular interests, do not hesitate to in¬ 
vade the privacy of heme and, when possible, to gain 
the prestige of the pulpit for their own interests. 

When the church is paying so liigh a price for its 
past-historical unholy alliances with reactionist poli¬ 
tical parties and policies and with ropristinating 
d ogmatics nrri ethical notions, it is to be hoped that 
new voices — c ritical rnd constr uctive — will be wel¬ 
comed into the stream of the church’s consciousness. 
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and magazines of nog; lefty goals. No doubt it is 
calculated, probably on sufficient grounds, dial 
pastors will attempt to rally their people for a Ir rt 
ditc h stand to yr,"^ r\ ,r ' *h e vc: Xl in ^ erests of t^osc 
who hav° end wort more . The American pulpit has 
sometimes formed liie vanguard of creative thought; 
more often it has legged in the rearguard of con- 
servativc policy in alliance with reactioni st ideol¬ 
ogic The proLcsta.at putpit of today is threatened 
by this flood of free literature, for it cannot be as¬ 
sumed that the average pastor is a discriminating 
reader nor that he subscribes to other periodicals 
which mi, ht counterbalance this retreading of old, 
worn-out ideas. 

r fne pastor is free to take the initiative to cancel 
his subscription, but this is a poor solution. It is 
well for him to read the opinions of even the fanati¬ 
cal fringe or the fundamentalist flank. But the pastor 
who ta’:<s no initiative .to subscribe to journals of 
sound scholarship and responsible judgment will 
And that ho is paying too high a price for this free 
literature. 

The revival of theological fundamentalism and 
the r^a^ss rilon of po litic al reactionism go hand in 
h.ird as they bid for the pastor’s mind and soul. If 
They can reach the pulpit, as they no doubt seek to 
do, they will have succeeded in getting broader 
circulation for their retrograde propaganda at less 
investment than is passible through other advertis- 


VTien Taul wrote that he “decided to know noth¬ 
ing except Jesus Christ and him crucified,” he little 
dreamed he was providing the motto for innumer¬ 
able phlegmatic souls who regard preaching and 
theology as a comfortable living at a minimum of 
labor. Scor?s have found an apology fer their ignor¬ 
ance and illogic in these words, indeed, even a 
stimulus to hostility for the sweaty task of thinking. 

“Look at the apostles,” we are enjoined, “look at 
Paul — n simple, uncomplicated, rustic, naive, un¬ 
tutored rabble, and see what they became!” As 
though their power were in inverse ratio to their 
dullness, as though the mark of a “spiritual” man 
were atrophy of the brain. The picture is false, how¬ 
ever. Paul had mere creativity in his little finger 
than, you or I will ever have. 

V/hat is more, to describe Paul’s surrender of the 
old, to interpret that heaping of his past on the 
dung-heap in terms of a casual trade of a lacklustre 
for that ore thing is not merely to do injustice to 
Paul, but to degrade that one thing. Paul had every¬ 
thing, and he abandoned it. It v/as that abandon¬ 
ment, and not a certain simplicity of mind, which 
made him run a poor second to the eloquence of an 
Apollos. And that for v/hich he had no other thought 
(and that is what these words “I decided to know 
nothing among you” mean), that which created in 
him such a trembling anxiety to utter it and for the 
sake of which he spumed the cleverness of a rhetoric 
calculated to impress and persuade was the kerygma, 

♦ he gospel, the good news, summed up in those five 13 
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little words: “Jesus Christ and him crucified.” 

For Paul the kerygma was everything, in face of 
which all else was nothing — the law, Gamaliel, the 
Stoa — nothing. In the kerygma he beheld a foolish¬ 
ness “wiser than men” and a weakness “stronger 
than men”; in it ho found those non-existents which 
“bring to nothing the things that are.” found a 
“secret and hidden wisdom decreed before the ages.” 
was seized by a Spirit which plumbed the “depths 
of God.” And, in the abandoning and in the laying 
hold, in the sublimating of every thought to that one 
thing, what he had abandoned reappeared — Ga¬ 
maliel. the Stoa, the just requirement of God — but 
now transformed, renewed, captive to “Jesus Christ 
and him crucified.” 

Now have we really abandoned that for which 
Paul abandoned everything? Have we actually de¬ 
termined to substitute rhetoric for proclamation, 
technique for content, dilettantism for theology? 
Have we decided to exchange the church for a crip¬ 
pling activism and stifling bureaucracy? Is all we 
have left of that explosion of the eternal in time the 
mere crater? Have we let go the kerygma for the 
sake of something which even against that “every¬ 
thing” which Paul abandoned is less than nothing? 
Less than the law. less than Gamaliel, less than the 
Stoa? 

In the kerygma, in the proffering of grace and 
sonship through Jesus of Nazareth, put to death 
according to the “definite plan and foreknowledge 
of God,” and raised up, “having loosed the pangs 
of death, because it was not possible for him to be 
held by it,” in the proclamation that all men shall 
not merely live, but shall also reign with him, the 
secret of deity is unlocked, God encounters man 
with his five wounds, power is unleashed and the 
Church has its origin. 

And there is still time left to proclaim it, time 
left to abandon, to let go the less than nothing and 
to smash and break up the inhibiting forms, time 
left to “know nothing.” And, still time to lay hold, to 
seize, to grip, to be armed w’th the weakness which 
shames the strong, time to bring every thought into 
captivity to “Christ Jesus, whom God made our 
wisdom, our righteousness and santification and 
redemption.” time to preach the kerygma again, 
and in the laying hold, in the seizing, gripping and 
preaching, to reclaim it all, or what was best of it. 
hut now renewed, transformed! 
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73 ESSAYS ON COOPERATION 

The essays on Lutheran cooperation which were 

released jointly by the National Lutheran Council 

and the Lutheran Church-Missouri Svnod last sum- 
^ "" * ---—- - 

mor are heartening documents even though their 
content may not seem unusual. Theologically, since 
they are concerned with a domestic Lutheran issue 
discussed in Lutheran terms, they may offer little 
toward the solution of the knottier questions of 
ecumenism. Furthermore, the substantial unanimity 
expressed in the essays, t hough it was a pleasant 
discovery to some, did not surprise those who were 
acquaint ed with the theo logy that, in spite of official 
po sitions, had actually been taught at Lutheran 
semi na l ies ever the past decade. 

What is noteworthy is that in the essays of the 
represen'atives of the Missouri Synod the more 
ecum enical spirit of the faculty in St. Louis, which 
for some years has been at od ds with the official 
isolationism , has succeeded in making itself heard 
through profess ors who are usually held to be safely 
ortho dox. — 

Professor Franzmann’s paper carries the remark¬ 
able observation that “fwo men under the same 
word of God may express their obedience to that 
word in different and even apparently contradictory 
ways” and that “unless the tension which is thus 
create*! can be removed without any tyrannizing 
of conscience, the church is commanded to bear it.” 

Professor Bouman cautiously challenges, bv a 
series of questions, the validity of a cherished part 
o f Missouri’s theological tradition when he hints 
that t he two opposite ways of subs cribi ng to the - 
Lutheran confessions (either because they are a 
faithful exposition of”the Scripture, or only insofar 
as they are that) are, after all, not exclusive alter¬ 
natives. 

Whether this spirit can prevail over the kept 
theology of the denomin ational officials, whose 
power in controlling ecclesiastical policy is formid¬ 
able, is still an unanswered question. But one would 
like to believe that the publication of the essays will 
aid that end. 
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the effort to steer the body politic in a direction 
given holy sanction and absolute theological au¬ 
thority. 

It will be interesting to watch and see if Pope 
Johannes is actually able to swing his church be¬ 
hind him in this venture. We would not be surprised 
to see American Roman Catholics use the secret 
ballot to protest against the political faith they are 
now asked to avow. 



■ if 


■ AUTOPSY 

When, last August, the three hundred and fifty 
thousand member Wisconsin Evangelical Lutheran 
Synod, by suspending fellowship with the Lutheran 
Church — Missouri Synod, brought to an end the 
last appearance of unity in the federation of Luther¬ 
an churches called the Synodical Conference, the 
action was regretted in the same degree as when 
a patient who has long been invalid expire s. Though 
the immediate cause of the severance was the ques¬ 
tion of church fellowship, the doctrinal unanimity 
of the Synodical Conference (which had originated 
in the great controversy on predestination that 
shook the Lutheran churches in this country during 
the last two decades of the nineteenth century) had 
for some time l>ecn only a pious fiction. It was no 
secret that, among other things, the Wisconsin 
Synod had been a drag on Missouri’s moves toward 
ecumenical participation . The possibility of offend- 
ing Wisconsin had served as the excuse, even when 
it was not the reason, for great official reserve 
toward churches outside the conference. 

It seems most unlikely that a detailed account 
of these latest fruitless negotiations between the 
two synods will be written; for they began at almost 
the same point where two decades later, after an 
appalling expenditure of time, manpower and 
money, they ended. But a sample reading in the 
documents yields a number of unmistakable lessons 
0 which ecclesiastical leaders ought to ponder. 


First, Iho negotiations vividly exhibit the point¬ 
lessness of carrying on discussions when the power 
of self-criticism is lacking. It was not an accidental 
irony that Wisconsin treated Missouri with the 
same arrogance that Missouri had been accustomed 
to showing to other Lutheran groups. P'or the Wis¬ 
consin synod, by excluding, as it had, the genuinely 
prophetic criticism of the Protest nt' (as they w< rc 
called) which had arisen in its midst more thin a 
decade before there was a hint of any in M isouri, 
had lost its power of self-criticism. Tn the expression 
of its view, therefore, it assumed more and more the 
tone of magisterial incorrigibility. 

Second, the dismal failure of the discussions is a 
tangible example of the inadequacy of the tradi¬ 
tional terms in which issues continued to be dis¬ 
cussed even when the principles were leading to 
incompatible conclusions. Instead of locking for a 
new approach to the problems, the participants 
doggedly persevered in tracing over and over again 
the same steps to the same dead-end. Thus, Wis¬ 
consin's legitimate criticism of Missouri, and con¬ 
versely, never succeeded in coming intelligibly to 
the fore in all the yes-and-no concerning the scout¬ 
ing movement, the mililary chaplaincy and church 
fellowship. 

Third, the bitterness manifested in the final ac¬ 
tion contains a strident warning of the danger of 
substituting church politics for forthright discus¬ 
sion. The frustr pt r pn of th ^ Wiseon. in fly nod leaders 
is certai nly understandable when one notices how 
Ih oir correct intuition of a changing rtti'udo in 
Missouri was repeatedly a n swered b y paternalistic 
denials or hv apparently deiiber te atVmpts to 

slant or suppress the evidence. While the tactical 
- _- ■ - 

skill of Missouri’s leaders did delay the final break, 
it did not prevent it. In all likelihood, the break is 
the more irrevocable because Wisconsin v as ulti¬ 
mately forced to conclude that the representatives 
from Missouri either were incredibly ignorant of 
the state of .affairs in their own churches or w. rc 
deliberately glossing the troubles/'mo dii'er..nc?s 
and making promises they could rot, or did not 
intend to, keep. 

It is to be hoped that the energy dux oted to 
those negotiations will now be channeled more 
usefully and that no cne will make the fatal mistake 
trying to resurrect this corpse. 
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sensus of administrative* functionaries, nov; a na¬ 
tional pcrli-oment, and now the democratic majority 
of congregational representatives which has had die 
controlling voice on doctrinal metiers. Where do we 
go from here? 

G THE SELF-UNDERSTANDING 9F 
THE CONFESSIONS 

While it is true that the confessions cannot dictate 
the lenrs by which they shall be operative : n our 
theological m l pastoral work, it not urelc' form 
to inquire into the way i:i which the concisions 
understand themselves. For, if our understanding of 
the'nature of the confesair .es qua confasrlans con¬ 
flicts with lhr ; r self-understanding, v»c might be 
wise and humble enough to hike this as a warning- 
signal that we r.i e on the wrong track. 

The first thing to be said is that the confessions 
say very little r’xyit themsr’ves. They ate so over¬ 
whelmingly preoccupied with the act of confessing 
the truth of the gospel, that they reflect very seldom 
upon the sign!Scarce and implications of what they 
are doing. They provide no formu’a < f sub-miption 
for succeeding Luther ms, end therefore leave room 
for the real possibility of adopting cither a legalistic 
or an evangelical attitude toward3 creedal formu¬ 
laries. , 

The confessions always speak in the indicative 
rather than in the imperative mood. They introduce 
many of their statements by credimus, cor.fitemur, 
et doccmi's (we believe, confess, ar.d teach). They 
do not state w hat must be hehevH in order to have 
faith, but they confess what is be! rred because of 
faith in the g< spcl cf Christ. They do net pir^nt 
themsel ves as a lemd rreio lrerecnt. but as an evan¬ 
gelical witness, and therefore rot «as external norms 
or authoritative dogmas, bu t as be t- in tcslim mio*< 
of faith i;i the Word rf Gcd o n the basis of and in 
a ccord wT-_h th e scriptural record <- r rove’ at ion. If 
they are taken as legally binding canonical norms, 
they lose their vnicq on n^ -xy -i ^; 1—w*fcnos 3 . This 
view, of course, runs counter to the way in which 
many Lutherans have accepted the confessions. But 
Lutherans have fallen into conlrad : cfion with the 
self-understanding of the confessions when they talk 
about Witnessing to the confessions rather than 
witnessing with them. Th is is syrobo Vetry. 

It is therefore regrettable, to say the least, that 
the new A merican Lut hcmn C!mr> h merger >!oni r 
rrent. i.c. the constitution, contain.- such ebiection- 


ahle wording in Article IV: “As brief and true.state¬ 
ments of the doctrines of the Word of Clod, the 
church accepts and ronfrss ?s the following SymlxJs, 
subscription to which shall bo required of ad It;- 
members, both congregations and individuals.” ‘ho_ 
church do e s no M r rr -^-1 or a ’ . r ' o r n 
given theology ; it cord reres it.. fait h j \ in 
Christ, in the Holy Fnirit, e tc, c no t c onfes s 
the /-roetles' Creed; it confuses its liwng faith m 
the phraseology or in the form of t'i A at lies’ 
Creed. When there is > much r eud i-corf ••. rnn j- 
ism in the churchy it i; deplorable that more of th is 
should be perpetu* ted still today. V/e can only hope 
that good intentio’-cs '.’ere beliir.fi tin so n r vi articles, 
and that we arc bound to th^ cc. ,J : n ten i : or..s .-red 
not to the literal wordin g \i such cases. Si h word¬ 
ing is clearly contrary to the £ !f-v 'uirss ri the con¬ 
fessions Ihemrr lv:*«. For the conft. -icno do net. 
confess themselves, but they confess the go:v . 1 as it 
is believed and preached in their com rjgu’.i; r.\ 

The confessions subordinate themselves U the 
Holy Scriptures of the Old end New MV- aments. 
They distinguish between the Holy Scrip tun land 
all other good writings by conferring that IN 
Scriptures remain the only judge, rule, i*v’ rt-j n ! 
ard, according to which, as the only i st-sh no, all 
dogmas shall and must be discerned and judj^d, as 
to whether they are good or evil, right or wrong.” 
AH other writings and symbols “are not judges, as 
are the Holy Scriptures, but only a testimony anti 
declaration of the faith, as to how at any rive U e 
Holy Seripturcr, have been ur.derjloca and < pi: inwl 
in the articles in controversy in the Church of Goo 
Vy those then living, and how the opposite dogr.. 
was rejected and condemned.” (P ref cl ? of ihc 
Epitome). 

How, in the light of this dear s atemi nt, ca i le 
Lutheran Church bo reproached Tor pi cing the 
confessions above the Bible? I should think si: roly 
’.K*cause the reproach is not based on tliis staff :nent, 
hut rather on the impression of what no-no 'her 
ans actually have done in developing tin : 
trine. Word has leaked ov.l that somehow L th 
manage to settle doctrinal disputes by o.' tr-!s_ 
r rom the symbolical books. In lik* *\ re are gaps 
between theory and practice. Lu-heranc rcyosch 
urdamcntalists for placing the authority on the 
Book above the lord* hip cf Hiri.' — not i.* V eery, 
of course, but in practice. Protestants iryrxaeh 
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Roman Catholics for placing Mary above her Son, 
the tradition above the Bible, and the pope above 
Christ — not in theory, of course, but in practice, 
lasofar as reference is made to practice and not 
theory, the reproaches are equally valid in all cases. 

At least we must be grateful that a reaffirmation 
of our theological basis might bring about a change 
in our theological methodology. Any Lutheran who 
thinks he can settle a doctrinal disp ute by appeal to 
confessi onal authority is no Lutheran ; for the con¬ 
fusions clearly direct him elsewhere. 

Yet the confessions do make positive claims about 
themselves. Theirs is not a merely arbitrary or hap¬ 
hazard connection with the Scriptures. In depend¬ 
ence on the Scriptures, they witness to the truth of 
the gospel, and claim to be the summary content, 
rule, and standard by which to judge all dogmas 
and erroneous teachings. The authors and sub¬ 
scribers of these confessions were willing to stake 



their life on their truth, and thus placed themselves 
heroically in the line of succession of the “martyrs” 
and “confessors” of the eastern and western branches 
of the church. Their situation called for courageous 
conviction and decisive action concerning the true 
doctrine of the gospel. Thus the confessions ex¬ 
plicitly claim a derived authority for themselves 
through their participation in the gospel's authority 
whose content they confessed. 

The statements prefacing the chapters in the 
Formula of Concord (Thorough Declaration) show 
that the authors are concerned to settle articles in 
dispute, not only for their time and generation, but 
for all succeeding generations. They intend to have 


performed a service for us also. The success of their 
intention must, however, be tested by the theological 
conscience of each succeeding generation. Not only 
must every generation discover anew the substance 
of the church’s witness in creeds and confessions, 
but it must test whether that witness and therefore 
its own witness today, conform to the apostolic 
kerygma. The church is fallible, councils can err, 
and confessions may contain m istakes. To deny this 
would be to indulge in a Romanist luxury which 
Luther could not afford for himself. Nor can we 
afford it, though the temptation to succumb to the 
spirit of absolutism and the “self-sufficiency of fini- 
tude” is omnipresent. 

■ T OWARD A CONTEMPORARY 

U NDERSTANDING OF THE 
C ONFESSIONS 

Within the present context of conflicting ap¬ 
proaches to the confessions, and without any au¬ 
thoritative court of appeal, which an evangelical 
notion of freedom would have to reject anyway, we 
must develop a new appreciation of the tradition 
principle consonant with the Lutheran distinction 
between law and Gospel. Instead of repeatedly in¬ 
toning the phrase, “bound to the confessions,” as if 
Lutherans were to be scribes encumbered by the 
law of another Moses, we should recover a sense of 
the legacy of freedom which is ours within the 
theological structures of the Lutheran confessions. 

The distinction between Law and Gospel is not 
itself to undergo a metamorphosis into another law. 

ITie phrase, “bound to the confessions,” is legalistic 
terminology, and it can only conjure up images of 
medieval authoritarianism and ecclesiastical heteron- 
omy. Many students of the confessions have re¬ 
acted in self-defense, in defense of their intellectual 
integrity and freedom, when the confessions are 
held over their heads as a big club. They were not 
meant to be this; and we ought not to use them in 
this way. 

We should rather witness positively to the power 
of the confessions to free; us for genuine insight into 
the gospel. They arc truly capable of becoming for 
our time emancipation proclamations, even as the 
Barmen Declaration became that in the critical hour 
of the German Church struggle. The Barmen Decla¬ 
ration against the heresy of the “German Chris¬ 
tians” could happen only because it rested upon 43 
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the great confec.ioi.al traditions of t'u Lutheran 
and Refomcd churches. Non-cord visional churches 
could provide no concerted defense against the 
Aryan heresy. The church derived great strength 
and freedom from its ability to reassert its confession 
of the lordsidp of Christ 3 gainst all nreter.ders to 
the throne. Under persecution and attack ti e Chris¬ 
tians of the Bekenner.de Kirche experienced the 
liberating effects of a c.*‘ :, .m. Of course, the 

Barmen Doclarn'ton 'vas a confession for that time 
and situation; it did no? i die the Refin n ' and 
Lutheran cv.urch n on the L~ Is <;* thw rew cor f es- 
sion; it did not obviate the difficulties that continue 
to separate the Re' rrard and Lutheran churches; 
but it did dencon'r'a the freeing power of a con¬ 
ges 0 ion ... of a con r valon which only in different 
words ruvitriinod the corfee3lcnr.l content of the 
Reformation. 

Just as the confessions had to be formulated in a 
special kairo3 as the church faced a particular 
crisis, to sho a r cw !:• iros and crisis in the life of 
the church today can prepare the way for a gen¬ 
uinely spontaneous ~nd nrfurc.1 apprehension, affir¬ 
mation, and application of the substance of the 
church’s cadir~ confession. Nnt by compulsion or 
by arbitrary ecclesiastical pan’ideating (which only 
arouse terror? of ooncclcnce) nr by calcula f od nego¬ 
tiations or expedient arbitrations (which only 
create cynicism) con the historic Christian frith be 
incarnated in b'virg structures of church life. Thi3 
will happen only where and when God wills (ubi 
et quando D^us wit), that ia to na.y, cn the occasion 
of an existential experience of the church corre¬ 
spond^" to the orifrinn! experience v'huah produced 
the confassicn. Otherwise the cor.'ess T onal symbols 
become merely fossilised statements lying os dead 
relics in the museum of church ccnr t’tutions. Fur¬ 
thermore, when they lie there only to he bryu ht out 
in case of emergency in administrative discipline as 
doctrinal lavs (Lchrgesetze) they c.m porsesa no 
vital relevance to the daily preaching needs of the 
church. 

At the same time, we should no* 1.» anxious con¬ 
cerning the apparent irrelevance of many sections 
of the confessional documents. It would be sopho- 
moric to reeuire that every coafosrioval utterance 
jv have a bearing upon some situation i: the church’s 
l\ present life. T t is whoMy erroneous ,c ; ay that these 
Ml confessions are not our confesrio T • i *cca.use we 


would not write them in dial wa v, or hccaiv-o we are, 
not who lly convinced of every doctrinal detail co n- 1 
t ained in thconfessions. (Cf. Ernest Werner, "The ! 
Confessional Problem,” The Lutheran Quarterly. I 
Vol. XI, No. 3. August, 1353, pp. 179-191). That 
would be like snying that one would not inherit his 
father’s house and live in it, because modem archi¬ 
tects don’t build houses like that any more. 

Each confessional statement my have its • vn 
hour in the total lire of the people of God in his¬ 
tory. What does not sue tic to us or fur us today 
may be the sou ce of guidance and renewal for 
others in a fu'uro hour of the church's life. A cry 
for confessions’ revirion whenever I r ight i;n : n a 
new insight r.ot wholly compatible with particular 
ccHifesrional statements betrays an unhistorice 1 en¬ 
thusiasm more in harmony with a purely individ¬ 
ualistic and occasionalistic conception of God’s modi 
of dealing with his people. The horizontal collec* vc 
dimension of redemptive hist ary too of an suifirs at 
the ruthless hands cf a spiritualistic vertical notion 
of God rnd the individual ego. 

Cl CONFESSIONAL!?** AND ECUMENICITY 
The co./essions are re* metint to be my private 
confessiors . . . the odyssey of my hirer spiritual 
thoughts. The confessions ore docum'nits of th' 
church, ard os tme exposition of the Word cf Clod 
they are the act of the total community. One’s pri¬ 
vate, interpretation of the Word of God become, 
right in the moment in which it ceases to be pri¬ 
vate, end flows into tbe ecumenical voice of the 
living church — yesterday’s voice and today’s. 

The very mention of Ihe ecumenical voice of the 
church confronts us with a special crisis of con'os- 
sicnalism. The Lutheran Church accepts the ecu¬ 
menical creeds, the Apocloiic, Nicene, and Alhana- 
ir.n, as well as its particular confessions in tbe Book 
of Concord. In what sense can it claim that its 
particular confessions voice the ecumenical concern 
of tbe whole church? There are two parallel meve- 
uenls in modem world Christianity: 

^irst, a drive toward the revitalisation of a 
earticularistic confesrional consciousness, no! 
only in the Lutheran Church hut in other 
communions. 

" *cond, a mutual rj iprochcment of particular 
f editions toward the attainment cf a universal 
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consciousnesa in the collective Christian com¬ 
munity. 

The Lutheran Church ought not to view these two 
movements as in any sense competitive. For it has 
-he faith that as each tradition enters into the 
depths of its particular confessional consciousness 
to determine therein what truly possesses the status 
cf ecumenical validity, there will he a meeting of 
minds in the mind of Christ, for Christ is in the 
depths of our confessional consciousness — go we 
but deep enough. 

Article VII of the Augsburg Confession commits 
the Lutheran Church to the position that “to the 
true unity of the Church it is enough to agree con¬ 
cerning the doctrine of the Gospel and the adminis¬ 
tration of the sacraments.” As other communions 
strive to understand their own particular heritage, 
there is r.o reason for Lutherans to doubt a priori 
that they either have or will come to a true under¬ 
standing of the gospel. This must also mean tha t 
Lutherans do n ot believe that a true understanding 
bT"uh e gospel would entail subscription to t K e Luth¬ 
e ran symbolica l books. That is a law which no one 
could justifiably impose upon the free course of the 
gospel. Thus, it would seem that the parallel in¬ 
terests in particular confessional traditions and in 
the ecumenical conversations between separated 
brethren in the universal chu rch are not competi¬ 
tive but complementary. (C/T Anders Nygren, 
“Luthertum and Okumene,” Luthertum, Vol. I). 

Lutherans best serve the interests of the ecumeni¬ 
cal movement when they are true to th e substance 
of their own confessions. Here the confessions can 
exert a liberating influence upon all Christians in 
our time. For the confessions resolutely refer as to 
the creatively unifying gospel of Christ, and draw 
our thoughts back to the center of theology: Justifi¬ 
cation by grace alone, through faith alone, on ac¬ 
count of Christ alone. This is the summary of the 
gospel. The stress on the word “alone” is not a 
Lutheran peculiarity, which other groups may 
magnanimously allow to the Lutherans. For with its 
deletion the gospel itself is betrayed. It belongs 
indispensibly to the Christian message. This positive 
assertion carries with it some definite negations 
when other communions add humanly devised pre¬ 
conditions to the true unity cf the church, e.g. papal 
infallibility, episcopal succession, presbyterian pol¬ 
ity, congregational autonomy, or liturgical uni¬ 


formity. Such additions are co mparable to a 
situa tion ill which Lutherans would d emaivL.sub- 
scription to the Book of Concord as a prerequisite 
for church ur it v. Ra ther Lutherans must point the 
way to unity by insisting that the one gospel mes¬ 
sage of the messianic mission of Christ, alone with 
its necessary doctrinal implications, is sufficient. 

The Hermeneutical Function of the Confessions 

The heart and center of the confessions, namely, 
justification through faith alone with works, gives us 
the key to the right inlorpertation of the Scriptures. 
This hermeneutical key is as relevant t< our time as 
it ever was, for the question of man’s relation to God 
is always the most decisive question for man as long 
as God is Creator and man is creature. It is the 
human question, the question of authentic and in¬ 
authentic human existence, even when man does not 
consciously ask this question. The question is im¬ 
plicitly bound up with the meaning of man’s exist¬ 
ence. Language about this Cod-man relationship 
might vary, but the fundamental relation itself is 
universally the same. 

If a dogmatician or an exegete does not apply 
this hermeneutical key in his interpretation of the 
Scriptures, he will necessarily apply some other one. 
For there is simply no presuppositionless approach 
to the Scriptures. The so-called purely scientific 
historian or the naive biblicist who thinks that he 
can approach the study of the Scriptures without 
any hermeneutical presuppositions only proves that 
he is not aware of his own presuppositions. 

The confessions possess hermeneutical significance 
for as beoaase they act like a sign-post or a compass. 
They point beyond themselves to the saving revela¬ 
tion in Christ and to the main events and authori¬ 
tative interpretations of those events in holy history. 
When the Lutheran exegete asks what the confes 
sions can do for him in his exegetical task, the 
answer is that they provide him with a map for his 
exegetical explorations through the Scripture. He 
is told that this map has been used before, and has 
proven helpful to generations preceding him. ft goes 
without saying that he in turn is asked to check »m 
on the map, to see if it conforms to his actual find 
ings. (Cf. Nils Dahl. “The Lutheran Exegete and 
the Confessions of his Church.” Lutheran World 
Vol. VI, No. 1, June, 1959, pp. 2-10). The narrow- 
confessional ist is one who is satisfied to put the 
in his pocket, and absentrnindedly forgets to muk< 
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the trip. The anti-confcssionalist is one who Fete oF 
on the trip without taking nnv mar alonq, or takes 
along an unfo^too art uis own 

vidual liking. The first secs the confessions. as an 
end in themselves, whoi as th * latter fails to see 
them as a means to an *ni. 

m THE CONTEMPORANEITY OF 

THE CONFESSIONS 

It is no secret that many 1 itherans feel that "the 
Lutheran symbols no longer apply directly to us or 
our world or speak directly for us . . . are no longer 
our confessions, the unqualified confessions of con¬ 
temporary Lutheranism.” (Ernest Werner, “The 
Confessional Problem,” op. cit.). We have already 
touched on tills problem, but now wc suggest a 
possible solution. The real question is not whether 
I am pleased with everything in the confessions. The 
real question is whether our contemporary witness 
does not or cannot possess real continuity with the 
substance of the confessions “in, with and under” 
the discontinuities in respect to forms of expression, 
exegetical deductions, and logical argumentations. 
That is to say, do we not fact' the same problem 
here as we now face with respect to the Scriptures 
themselves? If th e concern of “demythologizing” is 
for a true interpretationof the Scriptures without 
the loss of abridgement of the kerygma ( i.c . a 
dokerygmatizalion), we may liave a similar legiti¬ 
mate concern for a “dcmythologizing ” or, as the 
c ase may be, a “dcphilosophi zing” of the confessions 
without robbing o urselves of their substantive 
meaning. 

The dynamics of history and corresponding 
changes in world-view impose these renditions of a 
true interpretation upon us. Our confessions share 
the medieval framework in some dogn'o, the pre- 
scientific framework of Aristotelian metaphysics, 
naive mythologoumena, unhistorical c egesis, ques¬ 
tionable proof texting, and the like. It does not help 
matters to pretend or to wish that things were 
otherwise. But we still possess the possibilities of 
continuity with our confessions through contemp¬ 
orary reinterpretations, because they are trans¬ 
parent to thp evangelical message in which all ages 
may share. 

R ON SUBSCRIBING THE CONFESSIONS 

A genuine subscription or acceptance c r the con- 
B fessions means that we affirm substantial correspond¬ 



ence between our understanding of the gospel today 
and the content of the ecumenical creeds and the 
particular confessions of the Lutheran Church. This 
does not mean to ray that we as individual theolo¬ 
gians will write our theology in the same way as 
Luther and Melnnchlhon did, or even as a com¬ 
mentary on the conft'ssions. An examination of the 
great theological systems in Lutheran history will 
show that the biblical and confessional character of 
a certain system is not to be judged .by its copious 
use of biblical quotations or confessional citetions. 
The fact there are few or many references proves 
nothing concerning the substance of what is said. 
Many of the most confossionnlly oriented systems 
hardly make mention of the confessions — except 
as a paragraph in prolegomena. 

It does not seem to me that a serious acceptance 
of the confessions today means that we must comb 
through the documents with pedantic scrupulosity 
to guarantee th e truth of every det ail. It does not~ 
seem possible that an acceptance “without reserva¬ 
tion” ca n mean anything more than substantial " 
agreem ent with the intention and meaning of the 
confc ssio ns, namely, centering on t h e article of 
justification, and drawing out some essential cor- 
rsi antics of faith. In this light, wc can accept 
“without reservation the symbolical books of the 
Evangelical Lutheran Church, not insofar as 
(qualenus) but because (quia) they are the presen¬ 
tation and explanation of the pure doctrine of the 
Word of God and a summary of the faith of the 
Evangelical Lutheran Church.” (Article IV of the 
American Lutheran Church constitution). 

It is <xisy to become overly wrought up about the 
difference between the qiiatcnus and the quia for¬ 
mulae. But several remarks may be in order. The 
in tention of each one is right. The quatenus formula" 
intends to emphasize that the confessions derive 



Otfic*n of th- National Lutheran Council welcome Dr. John Behnlren (right), president of 
the Lutheran Church—Missouri Synod, who addressed the NLC meeting at Atlantic City. 
This was the first time that a Missouri Synod president addressed the council. Left to right, 
Dr. Paul C. Empie, executive director of the NLC; Dr. Raymond M. Olson, newly-elected 
president; and Dr. Norman A Menter, out-going president. 


ship witn the NLC. It means that 
within three years eight bodies will 
have engaged in several mergers 
whieh will have reduced their num¬ 
ber to two. 

The lone ranee noal is that all Lu- 


tlieran bodies in this eountry will 


eventually be one Lutheran church. 


ut until that time comes, a Nationa 
Lutheran Council or an organization 
similar to it will he a tragic necessity: 
tragic, Irecause it will Ik* a witness to 
the world th.it the unity which Christ 
sought lor the church has not been 
accomplished within the Lutheran 
fold; and "a necessity,” because all 
Lutherans recognize that there are 
some tilings they can and must do to¬ 
gether. 

During June and October of this 
year all bodies of the NLC? as well as 
the Lutheran Church—Missouri Synod 
will hold conventions. II all Irodics act 
favorably on the NLC recoinnlondu- 


Missouri, NLC to Study Cooperation 


It’s possible that in 19(k r > or shortly 
thereafter a new association of Lu¬ 
theran churches in America will he 
formed that will include the Lutheran 
Church—Missouri Synod and the bod¬ 
ies that now make up the National 
Lutheran Council. Action leading to 
this hopeful development was taken 
at the 44th annual meeting of the 
NLC, held in Atlantic City, Jan. 30- 

Feb. 1. 

The resolution, unanimously adopt¬ 
ed, seems innocuous enough: ‘‘Be it 
resolved lliat the National Lutheran 
Council give thanks to God for the 
guidance of the Spirit in these consul¬ 
tations and for tin* progress in mu¬ 
tual acceptance and recognition of 
common concerns; and he it further 
resolved that the National Lutheran 
Council express its hope that the con¬ 
census arrived at to date inav inspire 
all Lutherans to move toward greater 
anrl more complete cooperation.” 

Behind that seemingly innocuous 
resolution was a long history—a his¬ 
tory that had held out ho|K* several 
times before, but never as optimistic 
of results as this time. This time there 
seems to be great hope. 

The “whereas” preambles were 
probably of more significance than tin*! 
resolul i< >ns 11icmsclves: 

“Whereas, the Lutheran Church— 
Missouri Synod accepted the invita¬ 
tion of the National Lutheran Council 
'to examine cooperative activities in 


American Lutheranism and possible 
extension of such activities’; and 

“Whereas, consultations which fol¬ 
lowed were conducted in an atmos¬ 
phere of mutual regard and concern 
for increased understanding; and 

‘‘Whereas, it was agreed that there 
is sufficient consensus to warrant fur¬ 
ther exploration regarding the possible 
establishment of an association of Lu¬ 
theran churches in America for theo¬ 
logical discussion and increased co¬ 
operation; and 

"Whereas, a recommendation to au¬ 
thorize negotiations to establish such 
an association of Lutheran churches 
in America is to '»<• transmitted to the 
Lutheran Church—Missouri Svnod and 
to tin* Participating Bodies of the Na¬ 
tional Lutheran Council for consid¬ 
eration by their conventions, there¬ 
fore. 

“Be it resolved . . .” 

The “whereas” paragraphs give a 
little of the history that led up to the 
present situation, and the “resolved” 
paragraphs point up the peculiar na¬ 
ture of the National Lutheran Coun¬ 
cil ami its inability to take action on 
its own. 

The NLC is an agency of six Lu¬ 
theran bodies; two years ago it was 
an agency of eight bodies. Next x*ear 
it may he an agency of only two Lu¬ 
theran bodies. This decrease from 
eight bodies to two Ixrdics within 
three years does not mean that six 
bodies have severed their niember- 


tion, a committee can be authorized 
to study and negotiate plans for an 
association of Lutheran churches in 
America. 

Since the Missouri Svnod holds tri¬ 
ennial conventions. 1965 would be 
the first it could take action on plans 
for a new Lutheran association. This 
new association would not he a 
merger of Lutheran churches hut 
would at best bo a cooperative agency 
of three Lutheran churches, the Amer¬ 
ican Ln the ran Church, the Lutheran 
Church—Missouri Synod, and the Lu¬ 
theran Church in America. (The LCA 
will be formed in June of this year 
through the merger of the United 
Lutheran Church, the Augustana Lu¬ 
theran Chinch, the American Evan¬ 
gelical Lutheran Church, and the 
Suomi Synod.) 

Although ihis new association would 
not he the same as the present Na¬ 
tional Lutheran Council, it would mi- 
(douhtedly carry on some of the same 
I assignments now carried on hv the 
NLC. 

I Another evidence of the improved 
relationships between the* NLC? and 
Missouri was the presence of Dr |ohn 
Behnkcn, president of the Lutheran 
Church—Missouri Svnod. at this year’s 
NLC meeting. Dr. Behnkcn addressed 
the council on the life and-influence 
of Dr. C. F. W. Walt her, the first 
president of the Missouri Synod. 

Dr. Raymond M. Olson, director of 
Stewardship of the ALC, was elected 
president of the NLC lor the coming 
.year. He succeeds Dr. Norman A. 
Menter, vice-president of the ALC. 
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THE NEW NATIONAL LUTHERAN COUNCIL 
AND THE MISSOURI SYNOD 

Writing in The Lutheran Witness of December 12, 1961, Vice-President 
Oliver Harms of the The Lutheran Church-Missouri Synod reports on the 
progress of "exploratory discussions” by representatives oF the Na¬ 
tional Lutheran Council and of the Missouri Synod. From these 
discussions, it appears, a plan for a new National Lutheran Council has 
emerged. When the mergers clustering about the United Lutheran Church 
of America and The American Lutheran Church have been consummated, 
the National Lutheran Council will consist only of two bodies. That may 
be one potent reason for the efforts to draw other Lutheran churches into 
the “agency": and success in these endeavours can hardly be expected unless 
the NLC is reorganized or reconstituted. 

Included in Dr. Harms' report is a report on the meeting held on October 
31 and November 1. which attempts to sum up what has been achieved so 
far. One reads with some uneasiness and perturoation: 

“Two tilings become apparent. The papers and the discussions revealed 
that there arc still points of doctrine which require further systematic study. 

1 Further, these conversations established the fact that there is a far greater 
extent of consensus on the subjects discussed than had been generally 
1 realized." 

As regards the first statement, anyone who has followed doctrinal trends 
in, say, the ULCA and the Augustana Lutheran Church, did not have to 
wait until the divergence in "points of doctrine" was revealed by talks with 
a few individuals. To subject these “points of doctrine" to systematic study 
is good; to effect their correction is better still. The second statement quite 
evidently signifies little or nothing. Let us accept it as true: that still leaves 
open the possibility of large areas of* disagreement both on subjects discussed 
and still more on subjects not discussed. 

A fundamental weakness and at the same time a lack of clarity is dis¬ 
closed by the following: 

"It was the unanimous judgment of all participants in these consultations 
that the papers and discussions have revealed a consensus on the doctrine of 
the Gospel and the meaning of confessional subscription sufficient to justify 
further exploration regarding the possible establishment of a co-operative 
agency to replace the National Lutheran Council as presently constituted." 


Passsr.g by the fact that the opening sentence in this paragraph suggests 

the current misinterpretation of Article VII of the Augsburg Confession, we 
ask: What is a co-operative agency, and what is sufficient consensus to war¬ 
rant its establishment- To ignore the difference between cooperatio in sacris 
and cooperatio in externis Cor: in non sacris ), or in matters circa sacra is a 
fatal error. No doctrinal consensus is required for association in nr with an 
"agency" that intends to restrict its activities to co-operatinn in externals. If. 
on the other hand, that co-operarion is to include a common working in the 
strictly ecclestiastical sphere, that is. in maUei> that concern the proclama¬ 
tion of the Word and the administration of the Sacraments, a partial consen¬ 
sus is not enough. And it ought t n be very clear that continued c • operation 
in church work, where each party acknowledges the other as brethren in the 
faith on equal terms, is just as surely the exercise of church-fellowship as 
is fellowship in the pulpit and at the altar. We in Australia have been over 
every inch of the ground in our discussions on the Lutheran World Federa¬ 
tion. Our Intersynodical Committee has gone along with the corr- r radii. 
committee of the UFT.CA, year^ ago. in virtually trying to re-write the con- 
stitution of the LWF in order to m*l*e it v-h r-'ntw rata u U i 
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it to be: an agency, a Ztveckverbaud. Of course these efforts were hound 
to be futile; for how can one expect sensitiveness with respect to finer forms 
of unionism from people who are firmly addicted to unionism in its grosser 
forms- The last reference is, of course, to the WCC. Well, what is sauce 
to die LWF is sauce to the NLC —unless the latter body, in its new form, 
will not be what the LWF very plainly is now. 

At any rate, the principles with which the proposed new formation of the 
NLC is to be “in accord" will at least bear consideration, as they will demand 
careful study and close scrutiny. They are as follows: 

"1. All Lutheran church bodies in the United States are to be invited to 
participate in rhe planning and function of the new association. 

"2. The new association is to serve as a Lutheran interchurch agency 
for common theological study and for Christian service. 

(a) Common Theological Study: the agency' is to seek in a systematic 
and continuing way theological consensus on the basis of the Scrip¬ 
tures and the witness of the Lutheran Confessions. 

(b) Christian Scnice: the agency is to give participating bodies oppor¬ 
tunity to work together in the fulfilling of their responsibility of 
Christian scnice in functions to be specified in the constitution and 
bv-laws of the agenev. 

I 

"3. ( Limitations ) 

(a) The establishment of pulpit and altar fellowship and organic union 
shall be outside the sphere of the agency. Formal steps toward their 
objectives (sic) shall be lef- to the initiative and decision of the 
church bodies concerned. 

(b) Except for theological study, each'participating body shall have the 
option of declining co-operation in individual activities of the 
agency. 

(c) Co-operation in the several activities carried on by the agency- is to 
be limited to the participating bodies. Only by unanimous consent 
of the participating bodies of the agency may exceptions be made. 

"4. Participating bodies shall be free to enter into or continue relation¬ 
ships outside this agency-." 

All this seems to be a sort of tentative effort to formulate certain basic 
paragraphs to be embodied in the constitution of the proposed new agency. 

As to the next step. Dr. Harms reports: 

"As rhe report indicates, Missouri’s Doctrinal Unity Committee will ask 
the Cleveland convention for permission to participate in the creation of a 
new- co-operative agency in American Lutheranism. The ultimate adoption 
or rejection of the constitution formally creating the agency would be re¬ 
served to a subsequent convention.” 

As w-iii be seen from the draft or plan, the creation of the new agency 
would include the creation of certain safeguards to meet the claims of con¬ 
science; and. should the Cleveland convention grant the desired permission, 
it could insist upon the erection of additional safeguards. Still, the scheme 
suffers from a lack of clarity as regards aims and goals. In particular, the 
failure to distinguish between sacra and externa, and to limit the proposed 
co-operation to the latter, tenders the scheme more than dubious from the out¬ 
set- Ordinary intelligence and plain good sense should convince anyone that, 
in the absence of specific assurances to the contrary-, the intended co-opera • >n 
will almost certainly extend into the field of sacra, just as was—and is—the 
case with the Lutheran World Federation. Titus, under 2 (b), "opportunity 
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to work together in the Fulfilling oF their resp>nsibilitv of Christian service" 
may mean anything at all, and it is extremely doubtful whether the consti 
tution will limit this to rex extcrnac. And again, if co-operation in externals 
is contemplated, where is the need oF a permanently organised "agency”? 
Joint theological studies can be vers helpful. But- unless they earnestly set 
themselves the goal of arriving at doctrinal unity by the elimination of all 
errors in doctrine and practice drey will be as sterile and, as regards true 
units-, useless as the discussions going on in the LWF and the WCC. 

( To us the scheme looks like an attempt to bring about units - am mg the 
Lutheran churches in the United States (and Canada) by tackling the prob¬ 
lem at the wrong end. Consider the following: 'Since differences exist both 
within and among all Lutheran church bodies and associations of Lutheran 
church bodies, rhe question had to be faced: On what basis can a positive 
co-operative Christian witness be made in this country in fulfilment of the 
full Lutheran evangelical mission without compromising the affirmations or 
distinctive sicwTioints of any of the church-bodies involved?” The illogicali¬ 
ties here involved appear upon reflection and analysis. Do the facts men¬ 
tioned (facts that have their parallel in other churches as well) really suggest 
or make necessary the question posed? What prevents every Lutheran church- 
body from “making positive Christian witness”? Will "co-operative witness" 
be better and stronger? Will "co-operative” witness really help "in fulfilling 
the full Lutheran evangelical mission’" 1 Will witness to the Lord’s Supper, 
for example, he strengthened by rhe 10,000-word statement of the ULCA? 
Will witness to the Scriptures as the very Word of God be strengthened by 
co-opention with the more "liberal" bodies? Will the witness against Deistic 
lodgjsm be strengthened by bodies that are notoriously lax in dealing with 
this evil, all the more —or rather less—when many of their ministers are Free¬ 
masons? Or again, if Lutheran bodies suffer from differences in their own 
ranks, would it not be more rational to make the most earnest and strenuous 
efforts to overcome them, each in its own household, before engaging in “co¬ 
operative" witness together with other bodies suffering from rhe same internal 
disagreement, perhaps even to a greater extent? The proviso is a sop to Mis¬ 
souri and its affiliates past or present; for those who hitherto made up the 
NLC hate never bothered their heads about the “affirmations or distinctive 
viewpoints" of other bodies. And. of course, the sentence quoted shows, does 
it not, that what is reallv intended is more than cooperatio in extern is. We 
hope that the Missouri Svnod. at Cleveland, will insist upnn a much fuller 
and dearer declaration of what is actually designed hefore committing itself. 

Finallv, one uotes with regret rhe intrusion of a certain note of religious 
enthusiasm (ScJncaermerei). ’The partidpants in the consultations have 
prayed for the guiding presence of the Holy Spirit and thank God for the 
[act that these conversations have been fruitful.” "The Missouri renresen 
tatives at the three meetings were pleased with the progress made. The evi¬ 
dent blessing of God rested on the deliberations.” No one will doubt the 
sincerity of such prayers and sentiments. Still, there is no hint of a single 
step taken to correct grave doctrinal errors and to abolish grossly syncretistic 

E notice. Indeed, how could there be. when the men representing the NLC 
ave no mandate from their respective churches? Tt will be time enough to 
speak of God’s blessing and to render thanks to Him when these matters have 
been set right in accordance with the demands of His Holy Word! 

—H.H. 


T1IE CRISIS OF PIETY 

Such is the title of the sad complaint which one Helge Bratigard—it 
does not appear whether Pastor or Bishop or Doctor—voices in the Lutheran 
World of June, 1961 (pp. 64 ff.). While one reads the sad tale with a sense 
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SATURDAY, MARCH 17, 1962 



NLC Leader Reports Here 

•X 

Inter-Lutheran Relations 
Reach ‘Break Through’ 


(See page 1U7 of 1961 Book of 
Documentation)• 


As a result of the three major 
conversations that have been con¬ 
ducted. Dr. Empie said, Missouri 
Synod leaders have indicated that 
complete agreement in doctrinal' 
matters cannot be listed as a con¬ 
dition to cooperation because such 
agreement is impossible among 
fallible human beings. On the 
other hand, NLC leaders have 
conceded that regular doctrinal 
discussions must be a basic part 
of the program of a new Lutheran 
federation, he reported. 

No Compulsion 

Spokesmen for the * two group* 
have also agreed that the new or¬ 
ganization should provide a means 
for cooperative ventures but that 
each member body should be free 
to choose the areas and projects 
in which it is willing to cooperate. 

Next step in the formation of a 


Agree New Agency Must 
provide for Doctrinal 
Discussion, Cooperation . 

I Recognition t hat both sides 
,vvp'-p wrong was the '‘break-: 
ithrough” that has convinced- 
leaders of the Lutheran 
Church—Missouri Synod and new agency, the NLC leader re- 
1 the National Lutheran Coun- yealed, win come if the conven¬ 
ed that discussions ought to ° L the three major Lutheran 

be continued regarding the 52^*2ETV r ?l! nt 

.. * _ this summer. The Missouri Synod 

formation of a new fedeia- uilI consider the art}on at 
;tion for Lutheian bodies in ventlon in Cleveland late in June. 
America, Dr. Paul C. KmpiG, The newly-formed American Lu- 
executive director of the NLC, theran Church and now-forming 
has revealed. He made his Lutheran Church in America are 
'remarks in an address to also involved, 
members of * the Lutheran The proposals ask that each of 
! Pastoral Conference of great- tJ ? e throe smups. which comprise 
er St. Louis last Monday,* a11 of Lutheranism in the 

«.•> country, appoint three representa- 

( Mai .h J at _Concoidi^ tlves t0 f ol j ow . through with details 
oft n u nary . p-of the proposed organization. 

The topic of Dr. Empie’s addresfj Conversations that have taken 
was The Significance and Impll- place. Dr. Empie related, produced 
cations of Contemporary Lutheran jthree convictions: 1) the "climate" 


GUEST of Lutheran Postora! Conference of greater St. 
Louis, Dr. Poul C. Empie, executive director of the Na¬ 
tional Lutheran Conference, spoke briefly with Pos- 
tor John Ott of Holy Cross Church prior to the after¬ 
noon session. Pastor Ott is chairman of the conference. 


Cooperation in the U. S. A." 

! Previously, he said, the NLC 
had ruled out doctrinal discussions 
jas part of its program. Instead 
the cooperative agency devoted 
itself to cooperative projects and 
insisted that theological talks must 
take place between the various 
Lutheran bodies. 


THE ST. LOUIS LUTHERAN 

NLC Leader 


(continued from page 1) 
of discussion between the partici¬ 
pating bodies is "just wonderful." 
2) greater consensus of opinion 
The Missouri Synod, he reported, existed than had previously been 


had ruled out cooperation, with 
certain exceptions, unless there 
was prior and complete agree¬ 
ments on doctrine and practice. 
The exceptions In the past have 
been labelled M emergeifyj£ , ‘- projects 
or church work "in externals," or 
,work. in which did ndl v call for 
pul{>f)L«> n d altar fellowship. 


iassumed, and 3> there was agree¬ 
ment on the kind of cooperation 
that Is possible on the basis of the 
present consensus of opinion. 

Two Mergers 

The talks were initiated by Dr. 
Empie when the eight member 
bodies of the NLC voted to merge 

into two larger bodies and an in¬ 


vitation was extended to all Lu¬ 
theran bodies "to get in on the 
ground floor" of discussions for 
reorganizing inter-Lutheran work 
in the country. He reported that 
1965 would be the earliest possible 
date at which the new organiza¬ 
tion could be officially formed. 

Aim of the proposed federation, 

•he said "is not to be a super 
church.’* Eventually altar and pul- 
bit fellowship might result from 
poctrinal discussions and agree- [ 
ent. 

As an introduction to his report 
on the present status of negotia¬ 
tions, the Lutheran clergyman 
traced the history of the National 
Lutheran Council and Lutheran 
cooperation. Both world wars cre¬ 
ated circumstances that brought 
Lutheran bodies together to as¬ 
sist in welfare projects under 
government regulations, he indi¬ 
cated. 

Since World War H, NLC ac¬ 
tivities have been strengthened 
and broadened. Participating bod¬ 
ies, Dr. Empie said, "felt com-| 
pelled” to do whatever work theyt— 
could without compromising doc-^ 
trlnal positions. Such a coopera-p 
tive agency is a symbol of the 
unity that does exist as well as a 
symbol of the fact that Lutherans 
are still not united in doctrine, 
he added. 

"It is a terrible thing for the 
church of Jesus Christ to bo 
fragmented,” he asserted. In the 
present the great urgency to pur¬ 
sue basic work often brings co¬ 
operation "because the options are 
worse.” NLC leaders, he revealed, 
have also concluded that If 
churches are to make a witness 
jto the world they “must be at a 
place where the witness can be 
made." 

He reported gratification at re¬ 
cent progress. "We have come to 
■a "point," he said, "where we re- 
each other’s integrity and in¬ 
telligence as Lutherans.” 
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NCC Mission Division 

Voting Membership 
“No Longer Possible " 
Says Synod's Board 

Synod's Hoard tor Missions in 
North and South America has informed 
the Division ol Home Missions of the 
National Council of the Churches ol 
Christ that its voting membership in 
that division is no longer possible. This 
action of the Mission Board at an early 
October meeting was taken "strictly as 
a contribution to flic preservation of 
harmony” within the Missouri Synod. 

The resolution of the Board cites 
the following as the principal factor con¬ 
tributing to the decision: "repeated and 
alarming misunderstanding, misinter¬ 
pretation. and attack both outside and 
inside Synod.” The Board's decision 
was motivated by concern over the dis¬ 
ruptive influence of these attacks. 


of Christ" but solely by internal con- 
sidfc at ions. 

The Mission Board is now study¬ 
ing new procedures by which it may 
continue to employ "to the extent prin¬ 
ciples will pcimit" the valuable infor¬ 
mation. contacts, and services provided 
through the NCC Division of Home 
Missions. 

In acknowledging the decision of 
the Board for Missions in North and 
South America the NCC Division ex¬ 
pressed regret ‘‘that misunderstandings 
have arisen” ns a result of the voting 
membership and indicated a willingness 
and desire lor "continuing relationships 
at informal levels." 


CHRISTIANITY 


St. Louis Lutheran 
3/3/62 

Plan Hul l ri:n;il 
Meets in 4 'nJoiiihia ! 

Caribbean area missionaries of 
I he Lutheran Church-Missouri 
Synod will inaugurate doctrinal 
discussions with representatives of 
The Evangelical Lutheran Church- 
Synod of Colombia thus month. 

The Colombian church body, 
now autonomous, resulted from 
mission efforts of the former 
Evangelical Lutheran Church and 
the United Evangelical Lutheran 
Church. These churches now have | 
merged with the American Lu- j 
theran Church. 

It is believed that this marks 
the first such meeting between 
the Missouri Synod and a Luther¬ 
an church in Latin America. 


TODAY 


November 10, 1961 _ 


Affiliation of Amijucan Missionakifs Abuoad 


The Board's resolution asserts that 
it has not participated "in decisions, 
practices, or procedures contrary to our 
Synod's principles” and that its mem¬ 
bership lias not been in violation of 
, established policy regarding the acquisi¬ 
tion and use of resources and service’s. 

It is further stated that the action was 
"not occasioned by attacks made upon 
the National Council of the Churches 

AN EVALUATION of the SOCC by 

Dr. L. B. Meyer, 7/11/61 

12. QUE$TI£)N:^\t/hot about other topics presented at the free 
conference, such as the LWF, the NIC, the NCC. 
and the WCC? 

ANSWER: First of all, the resolution of this conference clearly 
implies that out Synod has with these groups a relationship 
“involving worship or joint religious work." (Quoted from 
Resolution 7 ol the conference.) No such relationship exists. 
While some of our synodical departments have, on an informal, 
guest-observer basis, attended meetings of these organizations, 
only one board (Board for Home Missions) c arries a fo rmal 
written, c onsu ltative membe rship in a department of the NCC. 
This relationship does not have TTtc approval of the Praesidium 
or Synod’s Board of Directors. In fact, it is presently under 
review by both the Praesidium and the Board of Directors, 
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u National Council of Churches 

(Division of Foreign Missions) 
Interdenominational Foreign Mission Association 


* 8,964 
7,589 


SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA 
MONDAY, JAN y A « V 15. 1962 


Lutherans Plan 

Mexico Academy ILTr cc "’ eregaUon ln Mox 


the Mexican Lutheran Church,j 
the German Evangelical Lit-* 


MEXICO CITY ilJPH 
Several Lutheran denomina¬ 
tions are working together to 
establish a cooperative sem¬ 
inary here. 

< The groups are the Ameri¬ 
can Lutheran Church, the Lu¬ 
theran Clntrch-Missouri Synod,!countries. 


the Evangelical Lutheran 
_iChurch-S.vnod ol Colombia and 
the Committee on Latin Amer¬ 
ica of the Lutheran World 
Federation. 

The seminary will train 
Mexicans for Lutheran 
churches in Latin American 


Evangelical Foreign Missions Association 5.626 

Associated Missions of International Council <>l 

Christian Churches 873 

Unaflilintcd Boards . 5,732 

Total: **2.8,784 


'Includes Church of Cod (100!. I itthcron Church M issouri 
Synod (277), Menuonitc Board of A? As ions and (^li antics 
(210), and Seveiilh-uay Adventists (14 50'. 

"This total for American missionary personnel is inflated 
about 1000 due to duplications (missionaries affiliated tvilh 
more than otic agency). 
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November 14, 1561 

i 

Dear Pastor: 

We of the Detroit Council of Churches are writing to you 
because we are sure you are concerned about the future of co¬ 
operative Christianity. 

For over forty years, the Detroit Council of Cnurches has 
been the agency working continually with the problems «nd pro¬ 
motion of united Christian action. There are so many areas o. 

Christian activity where we can do things together so much more 
effectively than we can do them alone as a single ohurch or 
denomination. 

The Detro it Counci l_of_Churches has been greatly pl eased 
with f in an cial su pp ort that has come from^a considerable numbor 
of Missouri Synod Lutheran Churches. Hot only is it greatly 
needed but deeply appreciated. 

Since Missouri Synod churches are not Council members, they 
are of course under no official obligation. With the numbor of 
services the Council renders to your congregations we though*/ 
you would welcome the opportunity to send an appropriate gift. 

For fourteen years we have been covering Missouri Synod 
events over our radio newscasts: ’Religion in Aotion” and 

"Religious News Today." The Council has endeavored, in its deal¬ 
ings with radio and television stations, to mako sure that your 
group has had fair representation. Of course this is just one 
phase of Council work in which the Missouri Synod benefits. 

Perhaps your church will see fit to send a contribution yet 
in 1961 toward the work of the Detroit Council of Churches, and 
include the Council in your 1962 budget. A courtesy postage paid 
envelope is enclosed for your convenience in reply. 

We hope you will give this matter your prayerful attention 
as we all seek to help bring the kingdom, of God on earth. 

Very sincerely. 


Roland M- Traver, Director 
Stewardship & Interpretation 


RMT:NCK 

Enclosure 
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IfciLL Votes to 
Join India Inter- 
Lgjhcran Group < 

A sister church of the Lutheran 
■ Church — Missouri Synod, the 1 
I Indio Evangelical Lutheran 
Church, has voted to join the 
Federation of Evangelical Luth¬ 
eran Churches in India. Eight of 
the nine bodies that presently*, 
constitute the FELCI are members], 
also of the Lutheran World Fed- ( 
eration. .1 


| The notion taken by the TEI.C' 
I at its 1962 biennial convent ion is 
kubject to ratification by the 
church's three district synods.. 

At the some lime the delegates 
of the church elected the Rev. 

IN. J. Ezekiel of Ambur as the 
I new general secretary. He suc¬ 
ceeds the Rev. B. H. Jackayya. 
'who was inclgible for rejection 
Iafter serving two consecutive two- 
yenr terms. 

The action taken by the India 
| Evangelical Lutheran Church nt 
it* 1962 biennial convention is 
jsubjeoi to ratification by the 
church’s three district synods. 

At Its last convention two year* 
ago, the 33,000-member IELC 
j voted to seek the opfhion of the 
synods and of the dncirinal unity 
committee of the Missouri Synod 
respecting its desire to affiliate 
with the FELCI. 

In this year's resolution the 
IF.LC noted that the FELd Is 
"a voluntary association . . . with 
the purpo** of advancing the 
cause of the Gospel in India" and 
"an advisory body” that "does 
not exercise any authority over 
the do<Slrinc and life” of its mem¬ 
ber churches. 

It added that membership in 
the Indian federation could not 
be taken as "constituting or im¬ 
plying any altar fellowship among 
the member churches’’ and "does 
not violate or compromise the 
confessional position of our 
church." 

To the contrary. It said, such 
membership "provides an oppor¬ 
tunity for closer cooperation with 
fellow Lutherans in India." Until 
now, IELC observers have bgen 
invited to FELCI meetings. 

Outgrowth of Missouri Synod' 
missionary work in South India 

dating back * 67 years, the IELC j 
was constituted in 1958 -and accord-1 
ed the stains of a sister church ;| 
by the parent body the following 
year. 


Missouri mission to co-operate 

Bit by bit the dike that had separated 
■ the Lutheran Church—Missouri Synod 
from the mainstream of Christian life and 
work mviiillI u> be breaking . Two years 
ago the synod had taken membership in 
the home missions division of the Na¬ 
tional Council of Churches. More re- 
* ccntly conferees between the Missouri 
Synod and the National Lutheran Coun¬ 
cil reached an accord, agreed to recom¬ 
mend formation of a new inter-Lutheran 
agency that would succeed the NLC and 
include Missouri in its membership. In 
Canada, Missouri Synod pastors talked 
with those of other bodies about a pos¬ 
sible Lutheran Church of C anada. 

I^asl month the Missouri Synod's mis¬ 
sion affiliate in India, the India Hvan- 
gelical Lutheran Church, voted at its bi¬ 
ennial convention to join the Federation 
of Evangelical I utheran ( hurch of India. 
Membership would not "violate or com¬ 
promise" the confessional position of the 
church and would provide an "opportu¬ 
nity lor closer co-operation with fellow- 
1 uthcrans.” the group said. 

Nine bodies at present make up the 
federation. 

The Lutheran 
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Lutheran Standard 

11/21/61 


Indian Churches Agree 

Following discussions held in Ban¬ 
galore, India, the Lutheran churches 
of India and the* Church of South 
India have defined wide areas of doe 
triunl agreement. 

An inter-church commission recom¬ 
mended that the churches, set tip joint 
organs for evangelizing unoccupied 
areas and work out a program for 
evangelism in new industrial local¬ 
ities. 

The commission also recommended 
thut the churches jointly plan for the 
pastoral care of scattered Christians, 
especially in the newly developing 
areas. 


St. Louis Lutheran 

“X2/9/C1- 

Lutherans Send 

Delegates, Press 

to WCC Assembly 

Lutheranism was represented at 
the recent Third Assembly of the 
World Council of Churches, held 
in New Delhi, India, Nov. 18 to 
Dec. 6, by a largo number of of¬ 
ficial delegates and unofficial ob¬ 
servers, In addition to individuals 
representing Lutheran publica¬ 
tions. 

Six Lutheran church publica¬ 
tions from this country received 
press accreditation, inluding three 
from the Lutheran Church-Mis¬ 
souri Si-nod, not a member of the 
WCC. Dr, William J, Danker, pro- 
fessor ‘of missions at Concordia 
S». ; niUmry""JH.'i y, ujwiVl! some of i 
the sessions for the Lutheran 
Witness. 

L>r. Paul Friedrich, head of the 
Lutheran Laymen's League, re¬ 
ported for the Lutheran Layman 
after attending sessions of an in¬ 
ternational religious broadcast* rs 
association. And Dr. Otto A. Geir-c- 
map , Chicago clergyman, covered 
the sessions for the American Lu¬ 
theran magazine. 

Attending as unofficial observ¬ 
ers were Dr. Victor Bartling, pro¬ 
fessor at Concordia Seminary here 
and a member of the Missouri 
Synod's Board of World Missions, 
and the Rev. Samuel C. Lang, a 
missionary In Bangalore, India 

More that 300 reporters, church 
editors, photographers, and radio 
and TV personnel were given 
press accreditation for the as¬ 
sembly. 

In addition, there were a total 
of 73 delegates representing 31 
affiliated Lutheran churches in 
16 countries registered for the 
sessions. The figure did not in¬ 
clude the 35-member delegation 
that the WCC listed as coming 
fiom the Evangelical Church in 
Germany (EKDi. 
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Lorn Luthcr.?JD U/Pu‘c(jv 


Defines Task 
Of the Church 

[Wolbrecht 1^^^^ 
'Addresses 

NCC Meet if W 


lutlon. 

In on opening convenvj.tr. '.•J 
dress, prior to IntroducM- f .*4?I 
resolution, the Rev. \ i! ec rt 1'". I 
Jesse, president of tin* Fc e < Dr.-i 
trict, coll’d on Lutherans to tfil'oj 
"an uncompromising sian.i ( >t 
sound doctrine • und ^raefec." 

"Spiritual resources of ottr mi¬ 
tten by which > many pov/chfl 
foes ham been overcomi hi the 
past are Lolng m nl-d l < i : «L, 
"Cries for tlio amiUr'inir-tlon o : . 
once relot’vely oonr' rvut lv' rm ivjB 
bodies with tlnvre whi h hJ.'e 
been i nsiatently Iti-oral u < m J 
I mi us indeed-** 

Rev. Jesse fold tin- 600 deirgl t.'.J 
Utal the Texn: District j ai irJ 
almo *. r’.OC'' conn nler.r.t i n rin s 
over: thu past year, the *R«4t 
onnu.il Increase ever repot led. 1 o 
said the district now har t \00.1 
j members, including M.431 el 
inmnicint ttieinheVv 


several of its departments and 
commissions, notably in the fields 
of home and foreign missions am! 
social welfare. 

"Some offj< ial* of the NCC 
hav** assumed tba- the 1 ' •opci- 
atiun of our boards and depa t* 
mer.ts means that we are in 
agreement with all duv, is done 
and t hU 


The lask of church leaders Is • 
to remind the church to l>e a i 
mission rather than to have a j 
mission, Dr. Walter F. Wol- i 
brecht, executive director of the ; 
Missouri Synod, told 200 home 
mission leaders representing 22 
denominations from every sec¬ 
tion of America at a meeting 
in Atlantic City last monlh. He 
said that an essential unity must 
exist in all forms of church work 
’in order to make an ever strong¬ 
er witness. 

, Dr. Wolbrecht spoke on "Ec¬ 
clesiastical Bureaucracy, Its 
Works and Its Ways'* at the con¬ 
cluding session* bf the four-day 
annual assembly of the National 
Council of Churches’ Division of 
Home Missions. 

He declared that bureaucracy’ 
was not necessarily a negative 
term. "I think that church ex¬ 
ecutives and leaders can learn 
much from the management and 
administrative theories in busi¬ 
ness, educational and charitable 
organizations or Ihe military — 
even if sometimes by negative 
he said. 


in and by the NCC 
simply not true," said the Rev. 
Charles W. Keturukat, pa.'tor of 
St. Paul Lutheran church, Son 
Antonio, and a member of the 
committee which drafted the reso- 


im. w. f. woiJSRKCirr 


The Lutheran churchman 
stressed the need for "an In¬ 
clusive ministry. not on exclusive 
or competitive ministry." 

“My Interest,” Dr. Wotbw-'ht. 
declared, "has to b’a the whole 
Christian church on earth and 
what it Is doing.” 

The Lutheran leader’s address' 
climaxed intensive deliberations 
designed to strengthen tho horn* 
mission concerns and programs 
of the 22 participating Protes¬ 
tant denominations. 


PtattfyternnMtoi*? ■a**-/ 

Presbyterians ;imJ Lutherai"' t u. to 
talk over their theological dilTcrer’C , it 
Wot id Alliance of kefornud and !’ c:l y- 
terian Churches bad suggested last year. 
Approval for such in.'o ual di .cti.s&ior.s 
was uiven last Align t by the executive 
commiticc ol the Lutheran World 1 >‘J 
oration. 

First in the scui s ol conversations v ill 
lv hold at New York on Feb. 16 and 17. 
(Jrouiv 1 lulcs acceptetI by • ! gf ups 
confine the lopics to three <>l “pui l\ 
theological nature.” Aim will he m ;is- 
covci "to whet c ti nt d ITcrtnc .-s .rich 
ha\c divided theso conmnuniot in the 
past 'till con unite obstacles l«> n. i ll 
undustanding.” Altliough it i- n t a 
member of th.' Lutheran World ! cdci i- 
tu*n. lire Lutheran Church— ‘- mt; 
Synod will also participate in th ltdks. 

ITvjo «. ; ans wl will present the I i 
licran position will 1 re Dr. Theo-'orc v 


example, 

He defined church leadership 
as a process which prevents 
I cleavage between tho church and 
[its people. "The church execu¬ 
tive or bureaucrat, if you please, 
is to be the church’s middleman, 
liaison specialist, and an indis¬ 
pensable bridge between congre¬ 
gations or groups of congrega¬ 
tions. Primarily the work of 
leadership is to help others to 
do what they ought to be doing 
anyway,” he said. 

"Leaders are not born, but 
can be made and re-made. The 
task of the church In selecting 


its leaders is to find persons in j 
whom competence and conse-, 
cralion can be harmoniously 
blended,” Dr. Wolbrecht stated. 

’The Inescapable role for the 
church executive Is to provide 
Christian leadership which ex- 
oells in service to the church. 
The Christian ’Gospel is relevant, 
to all of life,” he said. ’The. 
individual Christians must reflect.: 


rap.cn. Dr. Mafin ’ Hcincckun uni 
)r George W. 1 crell the United Lit 
thcru’n Church: Dr ( < .ad Herbert!. * o 
Aiiguslana; Dr. Wilrium knrum .ti «. j 
Dr. Wurivn A Qua aback ol The At. »'i* 
can Lulhcra:. Church: ;.nJ Dr. Martin j 
Kran/mann :■ o Dr. M. J A. J.-IH'il'Ii 1 
'f the Missouri Synod. If is exp. : cl hat i 
talks will be li Id annually lor severa j 


their Christianity in society, in years. 

the family, while at work or at 

play.” 












(Reprinted from ihe MISSISSIPPI FARMER. Mr. Anderson is also 
publisher of FARM AND RANCH.) 


The N.C.C. - Guilt By Aggreement 

By TOM ANDERSON 


r 


< 


v 1/iJ 

J. Edg^i Hoover h« said rliat the Gunmunists “have operated 
■‘der the guise of souk church commission or religious body and 
• is ghastly t» see the monster atheism being nourished in the 
lurches which i: seeks to destroy... I confess toa real apprehension 
o long is Coinrauuists are able to secure ministers of the gospel 
r do their evil work.** in a recent article in Christianity ".Today, 
i»vtr wrote, "No cssigument is more strategic in the Communist 
*>rld today than the disruption of the Church of God--both within 
•nd outside the Iren Curtain.*' Mr. Hoover says that the Comrxmn'’•t 
' actic is to set clergymen or laymen ro sign Communist sponsored 
etitions which favor Communist objectives while cleverly hiding 
he ComrnunJst inspiration. 

Herbert PhLibrick, author of "1 Led Three Lives,'* and for nine 
ears an undercover agent for the F.B.I. said, *'We are losing the 
light for freedom--there are more names of ministers than any 
'idler profession on the list of Communist supporters in this 
'ountry.** 


~JES 1 HE NATIONAL COUNCIL OF CHURCHES SPEAK FOR YOU? 

Churohss representing 38 million protestants belong to die Na- 
tonal Council of Churches. Leaders of the National Council of 
Churches through their resolutions and pronouncements presumably 
speak for the 38 m 113ion members on social and political as well 
as spiritual matte’*. These people have neve reamed nor been given 
rhat right. But on your behalf, if your church is a member, the 
N.C.C. h.is recommended on the subject of U.S. subordination to 
tie irill of the United Nations: “We believe citizens should prepare 
herrselves for such eventuality. It would not then be an undue 
•nock to public opinion, since peopLs would have a more mature 
view, better able to interpret democracy at work on a world scale, 
with the benciits as well as the risk that the extension of democracy 
always entail-.*’ 

Thus, the nation’s largest Christian organization says our country 
may soon have to subordinate its will to that of the U.N., that we 
should surrender without war to the Communist-dominated u.N. 
The leading protesunt church organization thus advocates surrend-r 
to tte atheists, neutrals, cannibals and Communists. 

The N.C.C. stands hand-in-hand with left-wingers like Walter 
Renter (who has declared that “man is God") In promoting prac¬ 
tically every Socialist scheme you could imagine: public power, 
•foreign aid. United Nations, “cultural exchange,” social security, 
'uiblic housing, urban renewaL higher minimum wage, repeal of 
'right -to -work" laws, more welfare benefits, metro, federal aid 
to education, F.E.P.C., etc. 

vC/ 




,T *"Y AGREEMENT' 


further, the N.C.C. and the Communists appear to have the 
followin'; common aims; peaceful coexistence; peace at any (Com- 
nnnijt) price; disarmament, and killing Selective Service; ban on 
nuclear testing; i teegratienr smearing of Joe McCarthy; clemency 
for convicted Communist spies; destruction of our immigration 
and passport laws; discrediting of J. Edgar Hoover and the F.B.I.; 
reconstruction of religion on basis of modem scientific material¬ 
ism; abo'ishment of American loyalty-security laws; abolishment 
of all c:<r investigating committees on Communism; a One-World, 
cooperative, non-profit socialistic brotherhood; abolishment of 
loyalty oatls; recognition of Red China by the U.S.; admission of 
Red China to the U.N.; defeat of the Bridcer Amendment which 
would have made it unlawful for our President and State Depart¬ 
ment to mal e secret, unconstitutional treaties,- repeal of th; Con- 
rally Reservation which permits the United States to decide for 
itself what are domestic issues, and protects us from a Comnuinlst- 
do m l n ated World Ccurt which oould, without the Ccnnally Reser¬ 
vation, order us to give up the Panama Canal, our base in Cuba, ef 


Although such is not “official policy," many of the le* ter ud 
I tb-ologians most prominent in the National Council of Ciurcruts 
J have suggested or argued such tilings as: 

1. , The Bible is a mythology. 

2. Jesus was not God, nor ever became Divine. 

3. Substitutionary atonement. Hell, die Virgin Birth, an tlx 
Second Coming of Christ are merely fairy stories. 

The Methodist Federation for Social Action's "Social Questions 
Billetin/* in its February, 1959 issue, describes Russia and China 
as making great advances, with full employment, while » s have 4 
million jobless in con?>arison. It uses United Nations figures. It 
forgets to mention that in Communist China everybody work? wl -re, 
when, and how the tyrants decree. It forgets to mention the mill Loos 
of murdered Chinese; the millions of mothers who axe d niec das 
right to keep their own babie~ and who act mainly as bn* d m res 
and workhorses. They forget to mention dial the bloody Ref lea lers 
have bragged that half of their TOO million people are easily ex¬ 
pendable and tliat they, because of sheer numbers, ill win ar.y 
nuclear war. 

NCC literature has stated; **Tbe Christian ideal call f r lie »t> 
support of a planned economic system...It dernsn is th it t> per* ion 
shall replace competition as a fundamental method..." 

Many clergymeo affiliated with the N.C.C. preach that Cor ui uni ir.i 
and Socialism are the new social order and express -o.e reariy 
than Capitalism the “Brotherhood of Man." 

Christianity emphasizes individualism and the. infinite rr 'ortar.oe 
of the individual. Not the government, not the masse:, but tie 
individual is the ideal of Christianity and of our Founding Fathers. , 
Our Declaration of Independence, our Constitution, and our It'll 
of Rights are all based on the God-given rights of the iriividur.l. 

What can we do? We can stay in our Infected chorchis ind fLgi t 
this cancer--or we can go to or start anew, a church which Ls 
untouched by this alien modernist. One-World ideology! 

/ CHURCH: NUMBER ONE COMMU NIS T TARGET 

Some may say that articles like this are rearing down tht church. 
On the contrary. The Communists, Socialists and fclk>w-t -a velars 
are tearing down the Church. They are sapping our ■ trengtb, 
dividing us, and wrecking the House of God. I believe i > Chris¬ 
tianity. I have little regard for Christians who sabot* ^e other 
Christians; who fight the wrong enemy. Neither Methoclsm uor 
Catholicism is the enemy. The enemy is bloody, conniv; rig, des¬ 
tructive, cancerous, atheistic Communism 
\ Many church members are worried. Some have quit. But yctJ 
can’t win by quitting. The Socialists and Communists ib- i have a 
J free ride with those who remain and with tlie children. 

Will we continue to support with our menbersHp? id -voney a 
I church which asks that we clasp the bloody liaj/i o; a ipngstet 
j regime which is trying to exterminate God fror ti* rr nds and 
hea rts of all people? 

t Be a Soda list-Communist-Chris tian ? Co-exist wl»a tAitor/' 
i most anti-God. bloody tyranny? Cooperate without compromise" 

| There's no such thing. "Ye cannot serve God ard M iw oa.* 
i This is sin. This is surrender and slavery. " his is reasor 
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Chester A. Sillars 


assure you at the outset that the 
only orthodox Disciple is an un¬ 
orthodox one. If. in asking-Ufanii 


Aft van Method i« Episcopal Church 
A . n Methodist Epixtopal /.ion Church 
|A mi ilean Baptist Convention 
V •<. ' :;m n I.ya.a;u!'- ■jil^ufi cLtn t bill tJu 
,mii-iijan ( luirch ut Noti'i America, IJioccsc 


love 


the way I explai n it or all e lse is 
false," yon will have few l o : low¬ 
ers. In this matter we respect 
the sincere believer. If the 
virgin birth means something to 
him it does not mean to another 
ho is not "churched" for his 
views. 

Understandably, you will find 
some of our people who state 
their belief “Jesus is Clod," while 
some follow your wording and be¬ 
lieve he is the Son of God. I can 
not even guess the percentages 
in either category. 


Sterna liona I 


Christian Mclhodisi Episcopal Church 
I Church of ihc Brethren 
! Evangelical United Brethren Church 
Five Years Meeting of Friends 
I,reck Archdiocese of North and South America 
1 Hungarian Reformed Church in America 
Tire Methodist Church 
Moravian Church in America 
National Baptist Convention, U.S.A., Inc. 

National Baptist Convention of America 
Philadelphia Yearly Meeting of the Religious Society 
of Friends 

'Polish National Catholic Church of America 
I Presbyterian Church in the U S. 


Protestant Episcopal Church 
Reformed Church in America 
Romanian Orthodox Episcopate of America 
Russian Orthodox Greek Catholic Church of Americt 
Serbian Eastern Orthodox Chuich 
Seventh Day Baptist Genera! Conference 
Syrian Antiochian Orthodox Church 
Ukrainian Orthodox Church of America 
United Church of Christ 
Evangelical and Reformed Church 
General Council of the Congregational Christian Cl 
I'niicd Lulhaup <'hutch in Arncma 
United Prcsbvlcnan i nuren m the U-S.A. 


know what I believe, let me say I 
stand with a long line of Dis¬ 
ciples who believe Jesus, the 
Christ, is the Son of God, but noL 
God. (John 3:16 again.) 

f also respect your right to 
disagree with me. You’d be 
amazed at the thousands who do. 


QUESTION: Do the Disciples of 
Christ believe that Jesus is the 
Son of God? Or, is the story of 
Jesus’ birth a. myth? 


ANSWER: In the April 30th 
issue of The Christian, you will 
rend a statement by G. Curtis 
Jones in his article, Distinc¬ 
tiveness of Disciples, where he 
s?vs in part, “Discip les in gener¬ 
al have never been able to accept 
t he idea of Jesus being God." 

I have no research study to 
support this statement but I am 
inclined to believe that Dr, Jones 
h as correctly stated the way most 
Disciples feel n 

You do not say you belong to 
one of our churches so, If you are 
trying to check our orthodoxy, 
as an interested friend, I would 


Ghurch (?luickt< 


by CARTWRIGHT 


"Doe* this mean you’re dis¬ 
satisfied with the way Fm 
handling the job of finance 
chairman?” 


Questions for Dr. Sillars should 
be sent to: The Editor, The Chris¬ 
tian, Box 179, St. Louis S6, Missouri. 
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W ..onsin Lutherans Break With Missouri Synod 


Creeping liberalism within the Lu 


rheran Church— Missouri Synod constit¬ 
uency was dealt a dramatic rebuke this 
month by a sister synod with which it 
lias cooperated for nearly 90 years. Bv a 
surprisingly decisive 124-to-49 standing 
vote, delegates to the 36th biennial meet¬ 
ing of the 352,563-member Wisconsin 
Evangelical Lutheran SymwJ adopted a 
resolution suspending fellowship with 
the .Missouri Synod. 

The resolution, passed after a 10-hour 
debate on the last day of the 10-day 
meeting in Milwaukee, cited Romans 
16:17-18 as a basis: 

“Now I beseech you, brethren, mark 
them which cause divisions and offences 
contrary to the doctrine which ye have 
learned; and avoid them. For they that 
are such serve not our I on! Jesus Christ, 
hut their own belly; and by good words 
and fair speeches deceive the hearts of 
the simple.” 

The break has the effect of ending 
joint worship and, eventually, of dissolv¬ 
ing joint projects such as cooperative mis¬ 
sions stations, charities, and campus min¬ 
istries. 

The Missouri and Wisconsin synods 
. have worked together through the me¬ 
dium of the Lutheran Synodical Confer¬ 
ence of North America. 1 hev are the two 
principal members. Relations with the 
other two members, the 14,000-member 
Synod of Evangelical Lutheran Churches 
(Slovak) and the 9,000-meinbcr Evan¬ 
gelical 1 utheran Synod (Norwegian), 
were not affected by the latest Wisconsin 
Synod action. 

Another resolution passed by the Wis¬ 
consin delegates stressed that in voting 
the suspension they were not "passing 
judgment on the personal faith of any 
individual member of the Lutheran i 
Church—Missouri Synod,” hut that they 
were addressing themselves to the cor¬ 
porate hotly. 

Still another resolution left the way 
open for a renewal of fellowship, declar¬ 
ing that “under conditions which do not 
imply a denial of our previous testimony 
we stand ready to resume discussions with 
the Lutheran Church—Missouri Synod 
with the aim of re-establishing unity of 
doctrine and practice and of restoring 
fellowship relations, these discussions to 
he conducted outside the framework of 
fellowship.” 

Earlier in the convention, di e Rev. Os¬ 
c ar |. Naumann, wh o was re-el ected Wis¬ 
consin Synod president, s ha rply c riticized, 
t he Missouri Synods libe r al tendenc ies. 

t ie "said that a new statement prepared 
byjLhtL^Aisstturi Synod's theological facul- 


TEXT OF RESOLUTION SUSPENDING FELLOWSHIP 


Excerpts from a resolution adopted 
at the 36th biennial meeting of the 
Wisconsin Evangelical Lutheran Sv- 
nod suspending fellowship with the 
Lutheran Church—Missouri Synod: 

"Whereas the Wisconsin Evangeli¬ 
cal Lutheran Svnod has lodged many 
admonitions and protests with the Lu¬ 
theran Church—Missouri Synod dur¬ 
ing the past 20 years to win her from 
the path tha. leads to lilicrnlism in 
dextrine and practice . . and. where¬ 
as, our admonitions have largely gone 
unheeded and issues have remained 
unresolved; and . . . whereas the 
Commission on Doctrinal Matters has 


faithfully carried out its directions to 
continue discussions but now regret¬ 
fully reports that differences with re¬ 
spect to the Scriptural principles of 
church fellowship . . . have brought 
us to an impasse . . . therefore, be it 
resolved that we now suspend fellow¬ 
ship with the Lutheran Church—Mis¬ 
souri Synod on the basis of Romans 
16:17-18 with the hope and prayer 
to God that the Lutheran Church— 
Missouri Synod will hear in this reso¬ 
lution an evangelical summons to 
come to herself (Luke 15:17) and 
to return to the side of the sister from 
whom she has estranged herself.” 



HRISTIANITY TODAY NEWS 


ties constituted an attack on the authority 
o f Scripture. * 

“The lime has certainly arrived for 
our synod to speak clearly and in unmis¬ 
takable terms concerning this develop¬ 
ment,” Naumann declared. “When con¬ 
fidence has been destroyed it can be re¬ 
built only by the action of those who 
have destroyed it.” 

He added that “we have not been 
shown that our presentation on anv doc¬ 
trine has gone beyond the teaching of 
Scripture. Therefore, we must say with 
Luther that unless we are shown from 
the clear Word of God where we have 
erred, we cannot recant or alter our jxisi- 

a - n 

lion. 

He said that all the church’s preaching 
l depended upon the certainty of the Bible 
land its unchallenged authority*, 
k | The president of the Missouri Synod. 
Dr. John W. Bchnken. subsequently ad¬ 
dressed the delegates and issued a fruit¬ 
less plea: 

"If there are errors in our midst, then ' 
remain with us and help correct these 
errors.” 

Bchnken said that differences between 
the two synods were not in doctrine but 
in rlie application of the Scripture. He 
said that the statement on the Bible re¬ 
ferred to earlier by Naumann was merely 
a study document submitted to the de¬ 
nomination’s clergy' for examination and 
still subject to correction. He asserted 
that both svnods had subscribed to the 
same official statement on biblical au¬ 
thority. 


SAYS APPROACH TO 
.BIBLE IS DIFFERENT 

I way happy to note in iho 
latest LUTHERAN LAYMAN 
that apparently the Evangelical 
Lutheran Synod realizes that 
the major difference between 
our Missouri Synod and the EI.S 
is not Boy Scouts and chap¬ 
laincy. 

Those who are familiar with 
the l atest faculty s tatement on 
Holy Scripture and some of Uie 
essays which ha ve not hern re¬ 
pudiated bv \ publicly tolerated 
know the Missouri Synod and thf 
ELS have a different approach 
to thv Bible. 

Theodore Smithey 1 
Taylor, Mich. 
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Luthoran Witness 9/5/61 

IVhat Will Sophie Think? 



May 17, T>61 

Statement of Wisconsin Synod Commission 
on Doctrinal Matters 


You may not know Sophie. To many writers she represents 
the person they must reach. She symbolizes their living audience. 
Let's keep the name "Sophie” (from the Greek sophia — wisdom) 
and think of her as a typical Witness reader. 

What will Sophie think when she reads about the Wisconsin 
Synod’s suspension of relations with Missouri? 

Her curiosity will no doubt be aroused by the Scriptural basis 
for the suspension, Romans 16:17, 18: "Now I beseech you. 
brethren, mark them which cause divisions and offenses contrary 
to the doctrine which ye have learned, and avoid them. For they 
that arc such serve not our Lord Jesus Christ but their own belly 
and by good u'ords and fair speeches deceive the hearts of the 
simple.” 

Sophie will ask herseff, "Just who is causing what divisions?” 
She will remember from Bible class that offense is not only given 
but also taken. Who decides these things? Who determines when 
"they” and "their” and "them” in the Romans passage have iden 
tically the same antecedents today — with our 250-plus denomina¬ 
tions, our various brands of Lutheranism, our synods? 

The "serve . . . their own belly” phrase will give Sophie real 
trouble. She will note that the Wisconsin Synod is not “passing 
judgment on the personal faith of any individual member” of the 
Missouri Synod but is addressing "the stein admonition required 
by love” to the Missouri Synod "as a corporate body.” But this 
distinction will elude Sophie. 


TO THE SYNODICAL CONFERENCE CONVENTION — 

We, the Commission on Doctrinal Matters of the Wisconsin 
Evangelical Lutheran Synod, hold that the nine-page Special E r 
port in the April 4th issue of the Lutheran Witnes s sets ioith 
and sa nctions^ noctrine of Revela ti on au rt pl SrnpG Iic. that i:- not 
in harmony with that contained in the Statement on Scripture m 
it was drawn up and agreed upon by the Joint Doctrinal Com¬ 
mittees of the Synodical Conference find adopted by Jill four con¬ 
stituent Synods. One of the matters to which our Commission hiu 
reference is the following statement: "The Scriptures expivai 
what God wants them to saj and accomplish what God want; tin ml 
to do. In this sense and in the fulfillment of this function they ail 
inerrant, infallible, and wholly reliable.” 

Hence, we are no longer certain that our Synod and Ti e Lu¬ 
theran Church — Missouri Synod are in agreement on the doc-trim 
of Scripture. 

We, therefore, consider that this is a matter that requir »s tin 
most earnest attention of the Synodical Conference Floor Com¬ 
mittee on Doctrinal Matters. 

For unless certainty that we arc at one on the doctr nc of 
Scripture and Revelation is restored, we would have lost th» hasb 
for a profitable discussion of the other matters *n t«>nu* verus 
between us, even if there were no impasse on the deed ne >1 
fellowship. Commission ont Doctrinal M.vjtJsi 

Wisconsin Ev. Lutheran Synod 1 
Cari. Lawkknz, Chair mat 
O. Siegleh, Secretary 


St. Paul had preachers in mind, it seems lo Sophie, and the 
Wisconsin Synod appears to have preachers in mind. So far as 
’ ophic can see, discussions between the synods have involved 
mostly preachers. "My preacher, my pastor a belly-server?” Sophie * 
asks. "I’ll have you know that my pastor is every inch a servant of 
the l ord. He preaches the Word straight and true. He is a won¬ 
derful shepherd of souls. When my husband was so sick last year, 
our pastor sat up with Cius all night. He is not a belly-server." 

Perhaps Sophie will pick up hope when she reads that the 
Wisconsin Synod stands "ready to resume discussions” with the 
Missouri Synod "with the aim of restoring fellowship relations.” 
But then she will find this readiness tightly restricted by the Wis¬ 
consin view of fellowship: “these discussions to bo conducted out¬ 
side the framework of fellowship." Sophie won’t believe her eves. 

"You mean to tell me.” she will probably say to her husband, 
"that when members of our two synods meet to study God’s 
Word, they can’t pray together?” 

At this point Gus may try to calm Sophie down. But he may 
have something else to say first. 

"What gets me about all this. Sophie, is that we just celebrated 
the 25th anniversary of joint work in Nigeria with the Wisconsin 
Sy v d. In our congregation meeting Pastor told us that our work 
in Africa is very important. Nigeria is developing last, and Christ’s 
church must work at full strength if we’re to keep out Communism 
.md Islam. This is no time for sister synods who agree just about 
I GO Vo in doctrine to harp on their differences. We have to work 
together for Christ. Harder than ever before.” 

Thinking over Gus's words, Sophie will probably quiet down 
inewhat. She may even say, "Let’s do some real praying.” 

/.nJ perhaps Gus will answer: "You’re right, Sophie. We’ve 
a lot of fine work together in the Synodical Conference. I’m 
si rt people in the Wisconsin Synod must be disturbed too. Nothing 
:vs n>c can’t pray for one another. Let’s keep on asking the Lord 
n ike everything work out for the best.” 


Freeport (IHJ Journal-Standard 
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Dispute With Missouri Synod 


Wisconsin Synod Instructor 
Resigns, Going To Concordia 


MILWAUKEE <Ap 1— The Rev. 
Dr. Ralph D. Gehrke, a teacher 
at the Wisconsin Evangelical 
Lutheran Synod’s Northwestern 

■ College, has resigned to join the 
faculty at Concordia Teachers' 
College, River Forest, 111. 

Dr. Gehrke will be a professor 
of religion at Concordia, a Mis¬ 
souri Synod school 

His resignation came Tuesday 

■ as the Wisconsin Synod’s 36th an- 
I nual convention neared a deci- 
I sion in consideration of doctrinal 
disputes with the Missouri Synod. 

Dr. Gehrke, a teacher 13 years 
At the Wisconsin Synod’s college 


| in Watertown. Wis., said he ai l 
i others in the Wisconsin Synod In d 
bee harassed by <he synod's 
leadership for critieizin" il e 
group’s conservative itand < n 
doctrinal matters. 

, The Rev. Oscar J. Siegler, «.ec- 
Iretary of the synod's docti u; l 
commission, .said Dr. Gehrke's 
criticism "went beyond rnaL<". * 
that were in controversy." 

The controversy came r.f'«-r tl. ? 
delegates, representing 18 au...' , 
voted to suspend v.orl on a 1 
plans on buildings at the t yn d i 
I educational institutions, i-. din .1 
survey. 


(4U>) 
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Norwegian Lutherans Ask 
Synodical Conference End , 

The Lutheran Synodical Conference of North America j 
should ho dissolved. 1 he 13,639-member Evangelical Lutheran | 
Synod t KLS) decided at its annual convention in Mankato, 
Miss., at the close of August. 


The FLS, smallest of four mem¬ 
bers belonging to the 90-year-old 
Conference, also voted to reaffirm 
the su pension of fellowship rela¬ 
tions with the 2,469,000 - member 
Lutheran Chureh-Missouri Synod, 
largest Conference body in effect 
since 1955. 

The Wisconsin Evangelical Lu-* 
theran Synod, second largest Con¬ 
ference body with some 352.563 
members, voted a similar suspen¬ 
sion at its recent convention in 
Milwaukee, Wis. 

Since two of the Conference's 
Synods now refu i e to have fellow¬ 
ship with the Missouri Synod, the 
Conference is no longer function¬ 
ing according to its intended pur¬ 
pose and its existence "is no long¬ 
er truthful," the ELS convention 
said. 

The ELS directed a memorial 
to the Synodical Conference's I960 
convention which would institute 
measures to dissolve the Confer¬ 
ence. 

A series of resolutions adopted 
by the ELS said that it and the 
V* isconsin Synod "have not been 
able to prevail upon the Missouri 
Synod to maintain and uphold a 
doctrine and practice in its midst 
that is in conformity with Iho 
orthodox confessional standards of 
the Synodical Conference.” 

The four Conference member 
bodies, which also include the 
Synod of Evangelical Lutheran 
Churches, comprise the most con¬ 
servative third of Lutheranism in 
America. Formerly known as the 
Slovak Synod, the SELC has 20,- 
372 members. « 

The ELS said it has " ^reat con¬ 
c ern" regarding the position of the 
f aculty _o l .Conco rdia Theological 
Seminary. St. Louis. Mo,. Missour i 
Synod institution, towards the 
Bible . 

It charged that a recent state¬ 
ment by the faculty ‘‘ does not in¬ 
clude a clearcut confession of the^ 


fact that the Holy Scriptures are 
. . . the infallible truth," Including 
those parts which treat of 'histori¬ 
ca l,' geographical and oiVier soriilnr 
matters. 

Despite the fact that Missouri 
Synod officials have attempted to 
discipline offenders, " gross error , 
publicly promulgated. pub¬ 

licly unrenudiatefl ^ in the Missouri J 
Synod, the ELS declared. 

The EIS said the Missouri 
Synod’s doctrinal committee plans 
to hold talks with the National 
Lutheran Council, which, repre¬ 
sents most of t:hc rest of Luth¬ 
eranism outside the Synodical 
Conference, despite pleas from the 
Wisconsin and Evangelical Synods 
not to do so. 

It was with "deop sorrow,”, the 
ELS said, that it must reaffirm 
suspension of relations with the 
Missouri Synod, although it said 
it entertained tlie hope that con¬ 
ditions might some day warrant 
the reestablishment of fellowship.; 

The suspension was voted on 
the basis of Romans 16:17—"Now 
l beseech you, brethren, mark 
them that are causing tlie divi¬ 
sions and occasions of stumbling, 
contrary to the doctrine which ye 
learned; and turn^^iway from 
I them.” < r ;V 

The E1.S said it was 'ready to 
continue Its support of joint proj¬ 
ects carried on by the SyngJjical 
Conference "until w’e can jyfiust 
to the new conditions” brought 
about by its decision seeking:dis¬ 
solution. 

• 1 

It is its “fervent prayer,” • the 
ELS said, that the 1962 conven¬ 
tion of the Missouri Synod "wifi 
do something to change the situa¬ 
tion” 

It instructed ELS officers to 
schedule the next ELS convention 
between the time of the 1962 Mis¬ 
souri Synod and 1962 Synodical 
Conference conventions. 


• ST. LOUIS POST-DISPATCH 
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MissoiirTSynodFPastors Hear 1 
Talk on Lutheran Relations 


Anolher step toward better un¬ 
derstanding and more cordial 
relations among Lutheran bodies 
in the United Stales was taken 
here this week at Concordia 
Theological Seminary. 

The St. Louis Pastor’s Con¬ 
ference of the Lutheran Chureh- 
Missouri Synod had as its guest 
speaker the Rev. _Dr. Paul C. 
Empie of New York, executive 
director of the National Luther¬ 
an Council. The Missouri Synod 
docs not belong to the council, 
which represents Lutheran 
churches with a total member¬ 
ship of about 5,500,000. 

The Rev. Dr. Empie’s visit 
was, in a way, a return call. 
For the Rev. Dr. John W. Behn- 
ken of St. Louis, president of 
the Missouri' Synod, had ad- 
addressed the annual meeting of 
N.I < . at Atlantic City, N. J., 
Jan. 31. 

The subject of the Rev. Dr. 
Empic’s talk was thp recent con¬ 
versations among L u 1 hcran 
churchmen, in which the Mis¬ 
souri Synod tool: part. 

"We Lutheran;; do not agree 
on many points, but we respect 
each other." the Rev. Dr. Empie 
said. 

’Too Isolated.* 

"We have been far too isolated 
from each other—except at the 
local level where we get in each 
other’s hair. We may not like 
our nciglrboring pastor who has 
been taking our members, or 
making crackpot remarks. 

"We may caricature each oth¬ 
er, and this may extend to the 
laity. But all this belongs to a 
period of history that is past." 

The Lutheran conversations 
were asked for by the Rev. J)r. 
Empie, who has been director of 
N.L.C, since 1948. 

‘‘The climate of those conver¬ 
sations w as marvelous," he said. 
"I didn’t hear one disparaging 
word, but 25 years ago I heard 
plenty. 

“We talked about our disagree¬ 
ments in an objective way, and 
we got acquainted. We found 
we hnd a greater consensus of 
belief than we had realized. We 
also recognized that our consen¬ 
sus was not the result of any 
'compromise on doctrine. . / 


Study Committee. 

“The breakthrough in our con¬ 
versations came when we recog¬ 
nized that Lutherans can cr-op¬ 
erate without complete doctrinal 
agreement — which we’ll never 
have this side of heaven." 

The Rev. Dr. Empie poi ited, 
out that each Lutheran denomi¬ 
nation will be asked to. apjoint 
seven representatives to a <om- 
mittee which will be eba ged. 
with setting up an associrtion 
for joint doctrinal studies avd a 
study of other fields in which 
Lutherans can work toge her. 

The next convention of t*ach 
Lutheran church will be a-ked 
to authorize this step. Thi re¬ 
port of the joint committee would 
he presented to the following na¬ 
tional conventions for actioi. 

"We Lutherans have not wit¬ 
nessed to the extent of om re¬ 
sources because of our frag: ien- 
tation," he said. “It is * ter ible 
thing for the Church -of C irist 
to be fragmented. We I.uthe ans 

may hope to appear boiSx ,our. 
country as a great confess onal 
family.’’ Jkf 

How Council Organized. 

Discussing the program; In 
which Lutherans have been 
working together, the Rev. Dr. 
Empie said that this co-opera¬ 
tion “got under way from the 
inspiration of the United S ates 
Government in World Wat I." 
The German language, which 
many Lutheran congregn ions 
tho^isod. "was regarded with 
great suspicion," he said. “In 
some quarters, even in Cong ess, 

R was suggested that it was 
treason to speak German." 

The Lutheran bodies ha-1 <o 
come together to provide chap¬ 
lains for servicemen from their 
groups, he said, because the ?ov- 
c-rnment was unwilling to lea) 
with many separate denomina¬ 
tions. 

“It was out of this experience 
in the chaplaincy service that 
the National Lutheran Covncil 
was organized in 1918,” the ) ev. 

Dr. Empie said. 

Other fields in which the 4fs-' 
souri Synod works with N.I .C., 
or with some of its men her 
churches, he pointed out, inc ude 
overseas relief, refugee servi res, 
home missions and public rela¬ 
tions. 

"Much Lutheran co-operaiion 
already exists," he said. “And 
•we feel that these Joint activi¬ 
ties in no way compromise oci 
own position." . ' 



LUTHERAN LEADER REPORTS 


- 123 - 

The Lutheran Layman 


Church Attendance Higher 
In Red East Than in West 


TORONTO, ONT. (RNS) — When judged by church 
attendance. Communist Eastern Europe is more religious 
than the West, the Rev. Paul Hansen, a Danish Lutheran, 
said here. 


Dr. Hansen, whose offices are 
In Geneva, was here for the 
first Canadian meeting of the 
Lutheran World Federation’s 
Commission on World Service. 

In an interview, he rejected 
a number of "myths” existing; 
in Western minds about the 1 
churches of . Eastern Europe. 1 
One of these indicated the 
churches had been forced un¬ 
derground — they hod not, lie 
claimed. 


the East limn in the West. He 
gave figures of 10 per cent 
every Sunday in Red satellite 
countries, where Lutherans arc 
minority religious groujis, and 
only three to five per cent in 


I rcdominantly Lutheran Scan¬ 
dinavia and West Germany. 

Why the diference? pr. Han¬ 
sen said minority groups wer-' 
iletennined to set a Christia i 
example, particularly where they 
are under stress. 

In his work as the LWF's 
secretary for minority churches. 
Dr. Hansen has visited in the 
last two years all countries be¬ 
hind the Iron Curtain except 
Rumania, which ha:t consistently 
lefcsed him a visit. 


Tke Lutheran Layman 
2/1/59 


“People go to church quite 
openly," the pastor said. “They 
don’t sneak there at dusk. If 
you drive on a Sunday through 
a Hungarian, Yugoslav or Polish 
village, you will see people ev¬ 
erywhere rushing to church or 
returning from it, carrying their 
hymnbooks.” 

Of his own denomination. Dr. 
Hansen said proportionately 
more persons attend church in 


Editor Reports Religious 
(Interest Rises in Soviet 

J \ 

MINNEAPOLIS (RNS)—A Methodist editor told the. 
Minneapolis Ministerial association that he found mor« 
religious interest in the Soviet Union on a recent trij 


there than he had expected. 

Dr. T. Otto Nall, Chicago, said 
he was surprised to discover 
Lhat about a fourth of the Rus¬ 
sian congregations were young 
people, thus contradicting re¬ 
ports that only old people go 
,to church there. And many of 
'.the young people were boys, he 
said. 

The Russian churches he at¬ 
tended were crowded. One ;a- 
son for this, he suggested, might 
be thRt there are loo many be¬ 
lievers for the few churches 
that the government allows to 
remain open. 

While the number of churches 
open 5s less than before the 
revolution, it is six times the 
number 20 years ago, he report¬ 
ed. 

Dr. Nall, editor of The New 
Christian Advocate, said that 
the Soviet leaders may have re¬ 
laxed their opposition to the 
church because they have seen 
Us usefulness. 

I Despite the charges in the 
climate, he said, the churches 
'are still severly restricted and 
it is still not f-rhienable to go 
;to church. 

List Restriction* 

( Among restriction'- he men¬ 


tion'd were these: 

AH church property belongs to 
the state. 

The churches pay a stiff in¬ 
come tax—13 per cent—to the 
state. 

Church members cannot run 
for political office. 

The education of youth is 
comp’ctely in the hands of the 
state, “and this means it Is 
sci ritiflc, materialistic, atheis¬ 
tic.” 

“Russian Christians do not 
complain about their hardships 
or t andicaps," Dr. Nall said. 
"They are grateful for the op 
port unities that, in the provi¬ 
dence of God, have been granted 
them." 

Personal Testimony 

The editor was told by one 
Russian church leader that 
"personal evangelism is strong; 
among our people." 

While Russian church leaders 
avoid keeping membership rolls 
because those who are on them 
might suffer, .Dr. Nall said he 
Was Informed' that the Soviet 
Union has some 520,000 Baplists 
In ”00 churches; at least 50,- 
000 Mennonites; about 25,000 
Ad-enlists and “probably” 25 
million Russian Orthodox ad- 


JherenLs. 


The Lutheran Layman 


Canadians 
Laud NLC, 
Synod Talks 

WINNIPEG, MAN. (RNS) — 
Discussions between the Nation¬ 
al Lutheran Council in the U.S. 
and The Lutheran Church-Mis- 
sourl Synod looking toward clos¬ 
er cooperation were hailed In * 
resolution adopted by the Carnv- 
dian Lutheran Council here. 

The resolution also expressed 
the C’LC's “willingness and eag¬ 
erness to enter into any discus¬ 
sions that may lead to further 
cooperative work in Canada." 

Recently the NLC and the 
Missouri Synod had talks on 
theological difference* and meth¬ 
ods of securing more coopera¬ 
tion. At the last of a aerie* of 
meetings in Chivjgo representa¬ 
tives of both groups agreed to 
propose tlie formation of a new 
aU-ineiusive cooperativo agency. 

J While not a member of the 
■NLC, the Missouri Synod work* 

: with it in various fields such a* 
relief, welfare, and ministries to 
servicemen and immigrants. 

i The CLC comprise* branches 
iof four American bodies—United 
{Lutheran Church in America., 

• Augustana Lutheian Church, . 
American Lutheran Church and 
Lutheran Free Church. All ai«, 
members of I ho NLC. 


















The Lutheran Hour and Communism 


The Christian Beacon, January 11, 1962 


H DD to The Lutheran 
7lu Hour a crusade 
MBm against communism, 
the sponsoring Lutheran 
Laymen's League was ad¬ 
vised. It will draw attention 
and listenership and support. 

No, we said, after much 
study and prayer, we neither 
want to change the pro¬ 
gram’s established purpose 
of Bringing Christ to the 
Nations nor add a purpose 
which is negative. 

However, we recognized. 
The Lutheran Hour must in¬ 
tensify its efforts to bring 
the Gospel of Jesus Christ 
more effectively to men 
everywhere. This pov -rful 
and positive Gospel, we said. 

I is not only the most effective 
I opposition to atheistic com¬ 
munism; it is the power of 
God unto salvation. 

Lutheran Hour speaker 
Dr. Oswald Hoffmann added, 
“The only force that can 

8 


match the surging tide of 
communism i s Christian 
faith put into practice with 
a will to win.” 

In a pastoral letter to the 
churches he heads in be¬ 
leaguered Berlin, East Ger¬ 
man Bishop Otto Dibelius 
concurred. “It is the Chris¬ 
tians’ task,” he said, “to pro¬ 
claim the faith which can 
overcome the dangers and 
dilemmas of life.” 

After a recent European 
visit, Washington news com¬ 
mentator Lambert Brose, 
a Lutheran clergyman, 
stressed, “Who are v.e to say 
that Almighty Gcd will not 
determine His own way of 
bringing about liberation of 
the peoples of Eastern 
Europe. 

“It’s happened in the past. 
Some of the fiercest enemies 
of Christianity — entire 
nations — have been 
changed by the Gospel. 


“That’s one reason,” said 
Pastor Brose, “it ought to 
be such a thrili vigorously 
and liberally to support The 


Lutheran Hour, which beams 
the soul-saving and com¬ 
munist-defeating Gospel be¬ 
hind ‘ he Iron Curtain itself.” 


GUIDELINES FOR CHRISTIAN OPPOSITION TO COMMUNISM 

(A Lutheran Laymen’s League resolution, adopted July 19, 1961) 

WHEREAS, atheistic communism is impressively gaining in 
strength throughout the world in nations controlled, peoples 
dominated, and achievements recorded in many fields; and 
WHEREAS. tV•» eternal God still rules and govern* he uni¬ 
verse to His good puipose; and 

WHEREAS, we acknowledge that the rise of communism may 
be a judgment of God upon our failures to demonstrate clear¬ 
ly our Christian concern for the needs of millions of our fel- 
iowmen; and 

WHEREAS, we as Christians refute the - communist ideology 
that man is a perfectible, impersonal tool o? society without 
relationship to God; that history is inevitably determined by 
environmental and economic factors; and that man's ultimate 
&3pirat:on is a man-made materialistic heaven on earth; there¬ 
fore be it 

RESOLVED, that we confess our personal sins of materialism, 
pride, immorality, and lack of Christ-like love, and penitently 
pray God’s for, veness and pardon; and be it further 
RESOLVED, that we intensify our hearing, reading, studying, 
and conversing of GodV Word s<> that the Holy Spirit may 
dwell more richly in os. and be it further 
RESOLVED, that, empowered ! y this 'Spirit. w< respond in 
Christian love to p*»„i ie’. physical and spiritual needs—pro¬ 
claiming in word and action God's redeeming lov« in Christ 
for all pnople, ipfl'olity end be it further 

RESOLVED, that we Spp ** iUietsflC communism by our posi¬ 
tive- Christian life and witness, thus avoiding thf ‘emptaiionr. 
to isc the very methods of nisli«e, misrepresentation, and in-, 
timidation pmpluyed by those whose ideology we oppose, or 
to make of anti-communism a new religion 
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THineTan TTour 
And Communism 

It is one of the sad heartbreaks 
of Christ’*^ people to see the wav 
in which the Lutheran Hour has 
been drifting. Under the leader¬ 
ship of Walter Maier, it estab¬ 
lished a reputation for fearless, 
uncompromising presentation of 
the Word of God and the applica¬ 
tion of the Scriptures to every¬ 
day problems. Walter Maier 
did not hesitate to speak against 
the then Federal Coqncil of the 

Churches of Christ in ,die U S.A. 

\ 

However, his successor. Dr. 
Oswald Hoffmann, has taken a 
softer and different line. He is 
actually helping to further the 
ecumenical movement itself. We 
are getting letters from people 
continually, expressing their con¬ 
cern. their regret, even saying 
that they had decided to discon¬ 
tinue rheir support of the Lu¬ 
theran Hour. 

Tn one issue of the Lutheran 
Hour f’eivs, Jakov Zhidkov was 
featured, and this was "published 
in the Christian Pcacon. He is 
a Communist agent in Moscow 
who propagandized for the Reds 
in his 'sits throughout the West. 
Dr. Hoffmann goes along with 
the Communist use of the 
churches behind the Iron Curtain 

We photographically reproduce 
from his Christmas News the 
two pages on which ‘ Guidelines 
for Christian Opposition to Com¬ 
munism” is presented. The last 
paragraph takes the familiar anti- 
anti-Communist position. It is 
sad and tragic. Opposition to 
atheistm Comiruniv.r is only bv 
■ positive Christian ::‘e and w’t- 
nes.v" Bur the P.ibie says. “Have 
no feilow r-.lp with rh unfrti ’fin 
works of darune- Hu' zr re¬ 
prove them." It i-. his : ^proving 
of Co lunisn 

1,.L ■ j »iOl !,•.* r 

hurts the Communist cau<^. Thus, 
we have .its r Terence “or t 


make of anti-Communism a new 
religion.” We. know of no anti- 
Commumst fighter who ha:- done 
that. But this is the way in 
which the anti-anti-Communists 
seek to deal with the genuine. 
Biblical anti-Communists. 

Somehow or other Dr. Hott- 

n 

a Civ r reaching of ihe Co pe, 
i all tha : s needed. Cut the 
preaching of the Gospei in the 
full 'vnic. of presenting the Word 
oi Gc involve- ? complete ex¬ 
posure ■ •£ .Communism. : ts Sa- 
‘attic nature a.iu >.n.granv An 


article such as is here presented 
could never have been written 
by a man who was forthright in 
his handling of Biblical truth in 
opposing Communism. Die firs! 
Whereas in the resolution rec¬ 
ognizes that “atheistic Commu¬ 
nism is im*• essively gaining." If 
so, it should be impressively re¬ 
sisted. And if the Lutheran 
Hour is in a position to help the 
cause c f freedom, in ih ; s par¬ 
ticular field, it should do so. for. 
when the f_ommunis t s take over 
" ire \ ill be no Lutheran Hour 
and no O' ->«' which the 


Lutheran Hour will be able to 
present in its message. The 
Lutheran Hour has gone “soft” 
and if the view which it is pre¬ 
senting here of a positive opposi¬ 
tion is aerrpted by the Lutherans 
generally, they will have departed 
from the jpirit and the militancy 
that was characteristic of Martin 
Luther in dealing with error. 

Another very important point 
i r * that the Gospel, as it is being 
preached h -hind the Iron Curtain, 
commend? anri support** 
munism. The idea that thi.* 
Gospel ir some v.*ay would affect 
Communism to i' - overturning ir. 


not in keeping with the gospel 
which is being preached, which 
is helping to maintain Commu¬ 
nism. The change has come in 
the Lutheran Hour and we be¬ 
lieve that we are going to witness, 
as more people recognize the 
subtle shift which has been man- 
ife't, that God will lay it aside. 
Quotation from the Washington 
news commentator. Lambert 
Brose, constitutes a vague mys¬ 
ticism which relieves Christian 
their responsihditv to fight 
Communism, not just live a 
“positive Christian life and wit 
ness.” 









CHRIST IS THE DIFFERENCE 

Minnkota Convention Schedule 
Fargo-Moorhead , August 6-10, 1961 


Sunday, August 6 

3:00 p.m. Opening Worship Service— 
Dr. George J. Beto, preacher 
5:30 Dinner: Publications Man¬ 

agers Dinner Meeting 
7:00 Get Acquainted Reception 
8:00 CHRIST IS THE DIFFER¬ 

ENCE. . . in our time: Space Age- 
Chaplain Raymond C. Hohenstcin, 
speaker 

9:30 Coke Time 

10:30 CHRIST IS THE DIFFER¬ 

ENCE. . . in our faith: Vespers— 
Dr. Robert W. Bertram 
11:30 In Dorms 

Monday, August 7 
7:00 a.m. Breakfast 

8:30 CHRIST IS THE DIFFER¬ 

ENCE. . . in our lives: Bible Study 
—Dr. Reuben W. Hahn 
10:30 CHRIST IS THE DIFFER- 

ENCE. . . in our Church: Missions 
12:00 Lunch 

1:30 p.m. CHRIST IS THE DIFFER¬ 

ENCE. . . in our League—Business 
Session for Delegates; Feature u'me t 
for Leaguers with theme: "Publi¬ 
cations’* 

3:00 Work Session for District 

Publication Managers; Free Time 
for others 
5:30 Dinner 

7:00 Minnkota Spotlight on "Folk 

Singers” 

8 :00 CHRIST IS THE DIFFER¬ 

ENCE. . . in our time: Belief—Dr. 
William A. Buege 
9:30 - Coke Time 
10:30 CHRIST IS THE DIFFER¬ 

ENCE. . . in our faith: Vespcrs- 
Dr. Bertram 
11:30 In Dorms 

Tuesday, August 8 

7:00 a.m. Breakfast 

8:30 CHRIST IS THE DIFFER¬ 

ENCE. . . in our life: Bible Study 
—Dr. Hahn 

10:30 CHRIST IS THE DIFFER¬ 

ENCE. . . in our Church: Welfare 

June, 1961 


1:30 p.m. CHRIST IS THE DIFFER¬ 
ENCE. . . in our League—Business 
Session; Feature Time 
3:00 Work Session for District 

Publications Managers; Free Time 
5:30 Dinner; Senior Banquet—Dr. 

Martin H. Scharlemann. speaker 
7:00 " Minnkota Spotlight on Bob 
Hale, Disc Jockev 

8:00 CHRIST IS THE DIFFER¬ 

ENCE. . . in our time: Communism 

—Dr. Martin H. .Scharlemann- 

9:30 Movie: "Question 7” 

10:30 CHRIST IS THE DIFFER¬ 

ENCE. . . in our faith: Vespers— 
Dr. Bertram 
Wednesday, August 9 
7:00 a.m. Breakfast 

8:30 CHRIST IS THE DIFFER- 

ENCE. . . in our lives: Bible Study 
—Dr. Hahn 

10:30 CHRIST IS THE DIFFER 

ENCF. . . in our Church: Steward¬ 
ship 

12:00 Lunch 

1:30 p.m. CHRIST IS THE DIFFER¬ 

ENCE. . . in our League—Business 
Session; Feature Time 
3:00 Free Time 

5:30 Dinner 

7:00 Minnkota Spotlight on Choral 

Concert 

8:00 CHRIST IS THE DIFFER¬ 

ENCE. . . in our time: World 
Scene —-Bishop Hans Lilje 
9:3u Coke Time 

10:30 CHRIST IS THE DIFFER¬ 

ENCE. . . in our faith* Vespers— 
Dr. Bertram 
11:30 In Dorms 

Thursday, August !<) 

7:00 a.m. Breakfast 

8:30 CHRIST IS THE DIFFER- 

F.NCE. . . in our life: Bible Siudv 
—Dr. Hahn 

10:30 Inasmuch as you were here 

11:30 Closing Worship—Rev. Elmer 

N. Witt, preacher 
1:00 p.m. Lunch 
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D O you believa Social Security is 
a necessary part of modern 
American life? 

Better icatch your ansv:er! If you 
'say yes, you're apt to b$ labeled a 
Communist. 

Do you believe in public housing 
and Federal aid to public education? 

Watch it! If you say yes, you're 
following the Communist line. 

Are you of the considered opinion 
that former President Eisenhower 
was a patriotic president who worked 
for his nation’s welfare? 

If your answer is yes, you’re a 
dupe of the Communists. Don't you 
realize he was the unwitting stooge 
of his brother, Milton Eisenhower, 
president of Johns Hopkins Univer¬ 
sity, and a party-worker for the 
Kremlin? 

Do you think Chief Justice Warren 
is trying to the best of his abilities to 
interpret the nation s laics? 

Oh, no, you don’t! He's following 
the Communist line and must be im¬ 
peached right now. Don’t you dare 
agree, tcith the Supreme Court deci¬ 
sions about segregation and rights for 
Negroes. If you do agree, you’ve 
labeled yourself a friend of Moscow. 

Do you believe civil rights should 
be extended to all people of the 
United States? Do you really and 
truly believe that Negroes, Jews, 
Mexians, Puerto Ricans — all citi¬ 
zens — have the right to vote , to otnn 
property, to live where they choose? 

If you do, you’re a gullible victim 
of the Communist line about civil 
rights. 

Do you read the Revised Standard 
Version of tke Bible? 

You do? Didn't you know that 
some of the translators, including a 
Concordia Seminainj professor, are 
either Communists or follow the 
Communist line? 

Now I know all this must sound 
more than just slightly ridiculous, but 

July, 1961 


the fuehrer of the John Birch society, 
Robert H. R. Welch, Jr., believes 
that the Communists have taken 
over about every area of American 
life. Indeed, if you criticize the John 
Birchers you’re undoubtedly a Com¬ 
munist. 

Well, Vm criticizing the John 
Birchers. I think they're doing our 
nation a great disservice. They are 
doing more to corrupt our American 
ideals of free speech, of civil rights, 
of genuine patriotism than any dozen 
real or imaginary Communist cells. 
They have turned patriotism into a 
financial racket. What's even more 
tragic is that their untruths have 
duped high school and college stud¬ 
ents. 



by ALFRED P. KLAUSLER 

These are truly perilous times. In 
the next few years we who live in 
what is known os western civiliza¬ 
tion must make decisions affecting 
all of mankind. The Christian church 
will have to be in the forefront lend¬ 
ing guidance. 

There is an ever present danger in 
political and economic conformity. If 
no one is allowed to dissent, if one 
must subscribe to the doctrine that 
capitalism rryj Christianity are 
absolutely necessary for each other, 
if one must believe in a monolithic 
society guided by an all-wise ruler, 
then we have come to the end of the 
line. We are no better off than those 
who live in communist-dominated 
lands. 

From this kind of a world may 
God preserve us. 
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THROUGH TO 

"We are more than conquerort through 
Christ who loved us.'* Romans 8:37 
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REV. PAUL C. NEIPP, Editor 731 N. Sanders Ave. f Ridgecrr it, «»!h 





eibtaSi®s 
tandard Refuse* 


' EDITOR'S NOTE: In the May 23, 1961 
Issue of "The Lutheran Standard/' official 
publication of the American Lutheran 
Church, an article appeared by the Rev* 
©rend Ralph L. Moellering entitled "Oper¬ 
ation Abo’ition." Rev. Moellering, like 
myself. Is a pastor of the Lutheran Church 
—Missouri Synod. 

Since his article contained a number 
of questionable statements, and since it 
downgrades study clubs in the Lutheran 
Church (which are being promoted by my* 
■elf) by a clever "guilt by association" 
line, and sinco the readers of "The Lu¬ 
theran Standard" might get the false Im¬ 
pression that the ultra-liberal views of 
brother Moellering are those of the clergy 
of the Lutheran Church—Missouri Synod, 
therefor© I am printing this reply WHICH 
THE EDITORS OF THE LUTHERAN STAND¬ 
ARD REFUSED TO PRINT so that at least 
the pastors of the American Lutheran 
1 Church may read the other side. Here Is 
v the article exactly as submitted: 


A Reply To 
Moellering's Article 

By Paul C. Neipp 

In the article "Operation Abolition,” 
May 23, 1961 edition of "The Lutheran 
Standard,” Rev. Ralph L. Moellering, pas¬ 
tor for the students of the Lutheran 
Church, Missouri Synod, at the Univers¬ 
ity of California, makes the statement 
‘"Hie desire to defend America against 
his enemies must not lead Christians to 
violate the commandment: ’Thou shalt 
not bear false witness against thy neigh¬ 
bor.' ” In this Pastor Moellering is right. 
We must stick to the truth. 

_ Again he says, "Luther’s comment in 
hi* large catechism on the Eighth Com¬ 
mandment is applicable here, 'if ] reck¬ 
lessly pass sentence upon my neighbor, 1 
commit a greater sin than he. If you 
dare not prefer charges before the ap¬ 
pointed authorities and be responsible, 
keep silence. Every report that cannot 
he legally proven is false witness. That 
which is not publicly substantiated, no 


one shall publish as truth/ ” 

Let us examine some of the charges 
that Pastor Moellering makes in the light 
of Luther’s words. In his article Pastor 
Moellering says "Many well intcotioned 
C'tizens whose integrity and loyalty are 
above reproach are convinced that the 
I fCUA docs more harm rhan good. 

"To appreciate the hostility displayed 
toward ihe committer in California it 
must be recalled that in 19J9 more than 
100 public school teachers were sub¬ 
poenaed and their names given without 
comment to the newspapers. The in¬ 
evitable conclusion was drawn that they 
were communists or party-liners. The 
hearings were cancelled without explan¬ 
ation, but personal reputations were 
ruined and some teachers lost their job. 

"Thereafter, when the committee an¬ 
nounced its intention to return in 1960 
there were many who lodged a protest: 
300 University of California faculty 
members, rhe Episcopal Diocese of Cali¬ 
fornia, the Ericnds Committee on Legis¬ 
lation, the California AFI.-CIO, etc.” 
(So far Rev. Moellering.) 

Now' what is the reaction in the 
readers mind when he reads a statement 
such as this. Immediately he says to him¬ 
self, "If that is the way the House Com¬ 
mittee of Un-American Activities does 
things, then I am against it and am in 
favor of having the committee abolished.” 

A statement such as that made by 
Pastor Moellering is a most damaging 
statement, as it at once turns the unin- 
formed readem against the House Com¬ 
mittee and prejudices him against the 
film "Operation Abolirion.” 

But, what are the facts? The fact is 
that that charge is completely false! On 
June 5, 19S.9, Committee Chairman Val¬ 
ter announced that the Committee would 
hold hearings beginning in San Francisco 
on June 17 and in Los Angeles on June 
22 at which members of the teaching 
profession would be called as witnesses. 
Lie emphasized in his statement that this 
hearing would not he an investigation of 
schools, of education, of school curricu- 



lums or text books, or of anything tal ing 
place in classrooms. On tin contrary, 
be said, it "will involve the character, 
extent and objectives oJ Communist 
Party activities of persons encoring the 
teaching profession who are subject to 
the directives and discipline of the C <<m- 
munist Party.” Me also said that the 
Committer might call as many as 100 
witnesses and that the hearings "for he 
most part” would be in executive < s 
sion. 

The development of the need for « > a< 
additional investigative work forced a 
cancellation ol the hearings, and th pr- <r- 
surc of Congressional business, a seco * 
cancellation. 

On August 17 Arthur F. C ay la- 
ecutive Secretary of the California Teach¬ 
ers Association, wrote a letter to Mr. 
Walter. In it, be said: 

First, wc wish to commend the 
Committee . . . Names of teaeheis 
subpoenaed have not been nuhli hed 
in Southern California and were iot 
announced by the Committee in 
Northern California. 

Mr. Corey urged in his letter a 
the Committee cancel the 1 arings coin 
pletclv and turn over to State authori¬ 
ties and local school boards information 
on the teachers who had been sul'pocr d. 
11c pointed out in his letter: 

The California Teachers A- roci 
at ion is noted for its opposition to 
Communist Party members as in¬ 
structors in public school class¬ 
rooms . . . 

On August 21 the Chairman wr ite 
a letter to Mr. Corey, in which he si .ted 
that he welcomed the Teachers Associ¬ 
ation’s suggestion that the Commr fee 
transmit the information it had to >cal 
authorities, lie informed Mr. Cf* r :v hit 
he had instructed the staff to g've >e 
names of the teachers Concerned i :hur 
local school boards in confidence, aloi,, 
with as much information as could be 
disclosed "without jeopardizing 'Ources 
of information or security procr in-ts.” 

(Continued on next pa^c) 





(Continued from previous page)' 

He pointed out, however, that most of 
the cases reflected information which, 
under these restrictions, could not be 
made available to the various school 
boards. 

On August 51 Mr. Corey replied to 
Mr. Walter.* His letter opened with 
these words: ''First, I wish to express 
the appreciation of the California Teach¬ 
ers Association for the Committee’s de¬ 
cision to cancel the hearings ...” He 
then made the erroneous claim that he 
had not requested the Committee to turn 
the information on the teachers over to 
their local school boards. The fact of 
the matter is, however, that in his letter 
of August 17, Mr. Corev had urged that: 

Boards of Education for districts 
employing subpoenaed teachers whose 
alleged activities have aroused suspi¬ 
cion regarding their loyalties should 
be given opportunity to call these 
teachers to an executive session in 
which the questions specified in the 
California Dihvorth Act (Education 
Code Section 12604) would be ad¬ 
ministered. 

In a letter fated September 1, 105 9, 
enclosed with his letter of August 31, 
Mr. Corey wrote to Chairman Walter 
relative to the Committee’s having turned 
over information to the State Department 
of Education and the Attorney General 
of California: 

We would And it difficult to ex¬ 
press any reaction but satisfaction 
with this procedure since it com¬ 
plies with the recommendation we 
submitted originally. 

A.s Mr. Corey stated in his letter, the 
Committee did not release the names of 
any of the subpoenaed teachers. In addi¬ 
tion, in order to avoid them any possible 
embarrassment, it ordered the subpoena 
servers to serve them at the teachers’ 
homes at seven o’clock in the morning. 
Of the 100-odd teachers subpoenaed, only 
four were served at their schools—and 
this was done only because they could not 
be found in their homes. 

The Committee will grant a hearing 
in public or executive session, upon re¬ 
quest, to any teacher subpoenaed for its 
proposed, but cancelled, 1959 hearings. 

It would seem then that Pastor Mocl- 
Jering had better put into practice Lu¬ 
ther's comment, “If I recklessly pass 
sentence upon' my neighbor, l commit 
a greater sin than he. If you dare not 
prefer charges before the appointed au¬ 
thorities and be responsible, keep silence. 
Every report that cannot be legally 
proven is false witness. That which is 
not publicly substantiated, no ore shall 
publish as truth.” 

OPERATION A90L1TI0N 

Space does not permit me to answer 


Tastor Mocllering’s evaluation of the film 
“Operation Abolition.” Suffice it to say 
giving the testimony of two student par¬ 
ticipators in the riots, as did Brother 
Mocllcring, is like asking two burglars 
who arc climbing out of a window with 
their pockets full of silverware if they 
are thieves. Of course their testimony 
would be slanted. I am convinced that 
the film is as accurate as any newsreel 
and that we should make it a must to 
see the film and draw our own conclus¬ 
ions. I have seen the film three times. 

I have corresponded with the police cap¬ 
tain, who is a prominent Missouri Synod 
Lutheran, and was in charge of the Po¬ 
lice Force at the time, and I have read 
many eye-witness reports. 

I believe rather than to criticize the 
HCUA, we as Christians should give 
them our fullest support. The House 
Committee has not “usurped functions 
which should be confined to the executive 
and judicial branches of the government” 
as alleged in Pastor Mocllcring’s article. 
That is what the enemies of the HCUA 
say. The Committee has been appointed 
by the men whom we have elected—by 
our own House of Representatives to do 
the work that they are doing. And they 
arc doing a fine job. 

To say, as Pastor Mocllcring docs, “To 
detect an actual communist is not easy 
and is best left to trained observers and 
authorized bureaus of investigation” is 
to say that these men arc not trained 
for their work. They arc trained especi¬ 
ally for the work they arc doing, and 
they are authorized to make the investi¬ 
gations that they are making. But the 
communists want no investigations. Nei¬ 
ther do the liberals in our country who 
have joined communist front organiza¬ 
tions want- to be exposed for holding 
membership in Red Front Organizations, 
and that is why they hate the IICUA! 

To say “that their methods arc objec¬ 
tionable” is false. The American Bar 
Association composed of over 200,000 
lawyers and judges in the United States 
has repeatedly stated that the methods 
of the HCUA arc not objectionable, that 
they closely adhere to the rules laid down 
for them, and that their patience in deal¬ 
ing with suspected communists and com¬ 
munist sympathizers is truly commend¬ 
able. 

To say that HCUA “tends to abuse 
its power to enhance the political am¬ 
bition of its members” is a downright 
falsehood. It has repeatedly been shown 
that the quickest way to commit political 
suicide is to fight communism and to 
expose communist fellow-travelers and 
sympathizers. Are HCUA members and 
Senate Internal Security Subcommittee 
members promoted to higher positions in 
our couu'ry? Are they the ones who 


end up in the State Department:, or re¬ 
ceive ambassadorships? Emphatically not. 
They become the objects of smear cam¬ 
paigns. They arc villified. They arc cru¬ 
cified. They, the champions of our free¬ 
doms, are made to appear as if they were 
our enemies. They arc among the most 
abused officials in the United States. 

When Richard Arens, Staff Director 
of the HCUA, was questioning Paul Rob¬ 
eson, the Negro singer, every time he 
asked Robeson a question, Robeson spit in 
Arens’ face. These men have been hu¬ 
miliated time and time again, and yet 
they continue their work. They arc our 
first-line defense together with the FBI 
and the Senate Internal Security Sub¬ 
committee in time of non-military war. 
But we arc at war! The communists 
know this, but not enough Americans 
realize it. We ought to do all in our 
power to support these dedicated men— 
dedicated to protect our United States 
from communist infiltration, subversion, 
and take over. 

LUTHERAN STUDY GROUPS 

Another point that I would like to 
write about is Pastor Moellering’s down¬ 
grading of anti-communist study groups 
in tlie Lutheran Church. I realize that 
his words arc directed against me as 
editor of “Through To Victory” which 
publication is causing anti-communism 
study groups to start all over the United 
States in Lutheran Churches, of all Syn¬ 
ods. 1 believe in study groups. From 
Pastor Mocllcring’s remarks about study 
groups lie gives the reader the idea that 
we turn into “amateur sleuths or self- 
appointed super patriots” or that we arc 
aiui-scmitic or anti-racial or anti-Re- 
vised Standard Version of the Bible, that 
we endorse hate campaigns. Nothing 
could be further from the truth. Pastor 
Mocllcring has never attended any of our 
study groups, and lie doesn’t know how 
they are conducted. 

We realize that there arc study groups 
that arc guilty of objectionable tactics 
and that is one reason why we have study 
groups based on a solid Christian foun¬ 
dation. We open our meetings with 
prayer, with pledge of allegiance to the 
flag, and with “I pledge allegiance to 
the Cross of the Lord Jesus Chri. t, and 
to the faith for which it stands; one 
Savior eternal, with mercy and grace for 
all.” What’s wrong with that? 

We hear tapes by men like Robert 
Morris, legal counsel for the Senate In¬ 
ternal Security Subcommittee; Richard 
Arens, Staff Director of the HCUA; W. 
Cleon Skousen, who wrote the “Naked 
Communist”; Herbert Philbrick, who 
wrote "I Led Three Lives”; W. P. Strube, 
Jr., President of Mid-American Life In¬ 
surance Company; Col. Thiomc of the 

(Continued on next page) 







( Gon/iimctl [row jucrinm l>a^r) 

I'u i igon, nrui thus wc learn about com¬ 
munism —wli.it it is doing in om* coun¬ 
try, the terrible inroads it has made, and 
how wc Christians can combat it. What’s 
wrong with that? 

\\'e write letters to our congressmen 
anil our Senators urging them to support 
legislation which wc feel is bcnclici.il 
to our com try and to oppose legislation 
which is in *.tvor of communism. What’? 
wrong with that? 

Wc uric our people to rc-dcdic3t< 
themselves •« C hrist, to do mission worl 
as never In fore, to attend church rcgti 
larlv, to st nly the Holy Word of (ioi 
conduct fa oily devotions, and give richl 
and liberal y to the Lord. What’s wrong 
with that? 

J’astor Mocllcring say.s "to meet tlw 
challenge >f communism, wc must know 
what it is" and that is exactly what we 
are doing. 

BROKEN PROMISES 

I low I'astor Mocllcring, who claims to 
be a student of communism, can say any¬ 
thing go ill about communism is hard lor 
this writer to understand. l ; or him to 
say "to assume that everything favored 
by communists is automatically detri¬ 
mental in the best interests ol humanity 
would l e a stupid blunder. Communists 
tlo boas* that they do not discriminate 
among their members on the basis of 
color or nationality.” Anyone who has 
even an elementary knowledge of what 
communism is, is hit between the eyes 
by the tact that the communists make 
all sorts of glowing jironthrs, hut they 
finer herthem! Their word is abso¬ 
lutely worthless. They have made fifty- 
two solemn treaties or agreements with 
the United States since 1945 anil have 
broken fiitv of them. The only two that 
they kept are so beneficial to them that 
the\ would not dream of breaking them. 
They say that "promises, like pie crusts, 
are made to l*c broken.” When I read 
their propaganda in their wonderful 
magazines, I feel like packing u * and go¬ 
ing over to Russia and living there be¬ 
cause they claim it is a laud of justice, 
democracy, equality, happiness, and 
heaven on earth; but then I remember 
what the refugees say who have escaped 
from the iron heel of bolshevism. Their 
story is altogether different, t ommunism 
is slavery. Their promises are lies. Soviet 
heaven is hell on earth. 

Again, how Pastor Mocllcring can say 
"have we forgotten that we sing in tlie 
Magnificat—that Jesus Christ came 'to 
put down the mighty front their thrones, 
salt those of low degree, and fill the 
hungry with good things’.” Anil then ho 
talks about unemployment, racism, slums, 
tarv.ition, diseases. This shows how far 
Pastor Mocllcring has been taken in by 


the social gospel. The Magnificat docs 
not deal with earthly things. Its realm 
is spiritual. The hungry arc those who 
hunger after righteousness. These He 
fills with the wonderful gifts of His 
grace, but the proud and the rich, those 
who feel sc if-satisfied, self-righteous, who 
do not fee! in need of a Savior, they are 
sent away in shame and disgrace anti 
w ith empty hands. 

THOUGHTLESS ALLEGATIONS 
And finally Pastor Mocllcring, pastor 
for students of ilie Lutheran Church— 
Missouri Synod at the University of Cali¬ 
fornia, Berkeley Campus, makes this 
statement: "F. quail y absurd is the 
thoughtless allegation that the Univcrs- 
ity of California anil other colleges in the 
Bay Area are hotbeds of Communist Ac¬ 
tivity seeking to subvert our traditions 
and institutions.” Time will tell bow 
"absurd” these "thoughtless allegations” 
arc. Today’s headlines (Tunc 13) in the 
Los Angeles Times read: "State Senate 
Report: Alarming Rod Orivc in Colleges 
1 )escril>cd. Student Recruitment at Ber¬ 
keley ( barges.” Significant in this arti¬ 
cle arc the words: "Nearly half of the 
204-pngc report was devoted to commu¬ 
nist recruitment and utilization of youth, 
particularly at the Berkeley campus of 
the University of California.” 

Yes—time will tell! 
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1. Conccr.-.b g “Any Mo ith’ 
Pastor .Jut::-’ •; Ould y t k ’.i * 
tell uj where “in our synod uc-r. i 
still a belief that we must ob er e 
medieval system of thought ct it*** 
and oxpr*\ sion ” 

2. Concerning "Cormnu.iism „hn 
lunges the Church,” Past* r Me cl¬ 
ing speaks of a “revival of the ‘red 
scare’ in America which has erased 
many ehu.ch members t ! • :e their* 
balance and lend their support t > dt - 
bious anti-Cominunb’t c iterprses. 

J’astor, could you please mane dies-' 

“dubious” ynti-Coimnuui.it entetpris- 

■ 

3. Whs Fulton Lewis, Jr., an‘Uor 
*if “Conanii’nLst Identified At on.; 1 
Freedom Riders,” Sept. 22, U i, f 
man Kvimls, in error when he \/rot.*' 
I his article? 

4. In which sense is the . obi' 1 
Hirch Society semi-sect .1? r Ti«*! 

i-latent cuts seem quite public tut xev ■’ 
organizations publish regv'rr lis. Oi 
incmlx'rs. Why have i;uch \ it**io : i 
Tom Anderson, editor of Earn and 
.ltanch; Spruille Bradi.n, uiu. it r. 
diplomat; T. Coleman Anar** *, 
American businessman, C.P.A.; 5 .r. 
Clarence Manic. 1 , lav/y* r, *vast ■ ! nr 
cf College of Law a* Notre IJ . ; 

and members of Corgres Fane* ■/»£ 
John Hirch Society? 

5. Just what is “V ' . ' / : 

HEALING” i»i the uriUig: A :» - 
Lnd Engels? Where ate the “parl.r.1 
truths?” 

0. Which measures are be ng m- 
vocutcd by antl-Communi ‘ v hi ‘ 
would “legislate thought con.r*. I?” 

7. Arc Stale Congress rcco.x/t i 
error when they I’s*. the comnutnV.. 

■ front records of the NA/.C leaders? 

8. Are the Cubans really hr J ring 
! ‘ Castro as a liberator • nd I • nefaci v 

v ho has rt is d their lard i 
ing and taken giant s'ri. te«var.I 
overcoming illKervy?" 

0. Just what sort of “scheme l” c ' 
social and political actio.i should 
Christians devise?” 

1 pray Pastors KIu r ;.m • 
bring will In’, o an31 * l SO 
these, if not all, qu..x tens for thw 

next issue .of tnc Iowa Lc't Delator 
• or even better vet for ihe citbei 
Lccurie J'.Icseen'jce, _ur L a l It r a i 
Church-I' 8; nod 

zlne. 
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UN-AMERICAN* ACTIVITIES IM CALIFORNIA 


to §o all-out to obtain his release anil cast doubt upon the validity 
of his conviction. 

On February 13, 1981, at 6 PM, tlie case of Morton Sobell was dis¬ 
cussed by Reverend John Paul Jones, a member of the National 
Board of the American Civil Liberties Union, and Reverend Samuel 
A. Wright, Minister of the Unitarian Church of Marin, at the Hillel 
Foundation, 2736 Bancroft Way, Berkeley, California. The aiiair was 
held by arrangement of the Committee to Secure Justice for Morton 
Sobell, Room 303, 313 P’rauklin Street, San Francisco, and was spon¬ 
sored by the following: Reverend C. Corwin C'alavan, Orinda; Bar¬ 
rett X.* Coates, Berkeley; Professor Richard Drinuon, Berkeley; 
Joseph Denser, Richmond; Rev. George B. Johnson, Oakland; Rev. 
John Ilowlaml Lalthrop. Berkeley; Dr. Leon Lewis, Berkeley; Alex¬ 
ander Meiklejolm, Berkeley; Helen Ph Meiklejohn, Berkeley: Rev. ■ 
Ealpli L. Moe Herlng , Berkeley; Rev. Dry den L. l'kelps, Berkeley; 
"Beverly Scan, Deandro; Lloyd Scan’. San Leandro; Henry XV. m 
Smith, Berkeley; Allan Solomonow, Berkeley. 

This, meeting was attended by university students, and was con¬ 
ducted in an orderly manner, simply presenting the ‘ controversial 
aspects of the Sobell case. There is no implication that this meeting 
was subversive, or that the San Francisco Committee to Secure Jus¬ 
tice for Morton Sobell is a front organization. It is. however, vuincr< 
able to infiltration for the reasons we have already expressed. One ji, 
of its sponsors. Alexander M>.*iklcjohn, has written that he believes vo 
Communists should be entitled to tench our students and lie has been ' ; ,~ 
a member of some organizations that should equip him with the neces¬ 
sary alertness lo protect the Committee to Secure Justice for i *Morton 
Sobell in the Bay Area against Communist infiltration, if he desires 
to do so. Dr. Meiklejolm was a member of the American Committee 
for Protection of the Foreign Born when among its other members, 
were Vito M. rcantonio, Morris CcrnovsUy, Prof I Ilcnry P. Fairchild. 
Abram Flaxer, Langston Hughes, Paul Robeson, Bishop E. L. Par¬ 
sons, Maxwell Stewart, Prof. Robert M. Lovett, Carey McWilliams Sr... 
Prof. Thomas Addis. Rev. Stephen Fritohman, Frederick Vanderbilt 
Field, Lewis Alan Berne, Martha Dodd, and J. Raymond W alsh. 
Dr. Meiklejolm was also a member of the Advisory Board of the 
American Student Union with Reiuold Xiebuhr. 

In 1942 Dr. Meiklejohn’s book. Kdncat ion Between Two Worlds. 
was published in which he declared tha - members of the Communist 
Party should be allowed to teach our students, and that the purpose 
of all teaching is “. . . to express the cultural authority of the group 
by which the teaching is given .’' both tea.her anil pupil being agents 
of the state.* Dr. Meiklejohn has i;Lo written an article called “Teach¬ 
ers and Controversial Questions.” wherein he advocate* the opening 
of the academic portals to the disciplined n..-tubers of the international 
Communist conspiracy dedicated to the penetration and subveVsion of 
our institutions and the destruction o' our government—civil liberties 
and nil. f 

•See ciiUckl »rai}s'.a of MtlVIeJohr. u, a'.-lr.-y H ;X l#3l ComrolTlev e,«- 

port . ;. 

t LJS3 Couualtuj *- J. 
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St. Louis Lutheran 

6/25/60 



"From the Christian standpoint 
the error of Communism is still 
to be understood in the light of 
what it affirm^ or denies about 
man and soriely and history, 
about God and his work of re¬ 
demption in Christ.’ 1 

"... freedom constitutes no 
problem for tVmmumiit thought, 
for it 1* assumed tlmt freedom 
J wU’ be reiiii/ed inevitably as a by- 
, product of a Rivyvviful ('onmmnht 
revolution. This may well be the 
most fateful error of judgment 
' that the Communist, have made.” 

"Communism is a total philoso- 
■ phy of life. It develops authorita¬ 
tive answers to more questions 
than Christianity, est>eciiilly Prot¬ 
estant Christ kuity.” 

"... Cormnnnl.ni does offer j 
ninny uf our contemporaries a uui-l 
fled philosophy of life that makes ^ 
more fteivic to them than any that 
they have ciK'ountrnsl.” 

"It has often been pointed out, 
tha. Communism could only have 
l been developed on soil prepared 
by Christianity . . . Also. Com¬ 
munism inherits from biblic al 
faith its passion for social justice.” 

"We can go farther and say that 
Communism, :v» k ofU*n the ow 
with heresy, is a response to a 
certain one-sidediuew in the de¬ 
velopment of the Christianity of 
the cl ui re lies; ami It Ls a correc¬ 
tive that all Christian, must take 
seriously ... Co mmunism lua 
pitte d as a reminder*of the respon - 
slftilit v of Cliriatla i) -, and of t he 
Cntirnh t o Hifli the realization of , 
mo FT- josth »» }tl so*' ie ty,* * 

"It (Communism) lgac\es thAt 
there i.s no (Jod above this move¬ 
ment and it ha:, no understanding 
of the persistence of human sin— 
that is, of the corrupting effect 
of pride and self-coni credneas and 
the will to power—within it. The 
grertl fault of Communism ls not 
Hs theoretical uthoi>m but what 
we may call its practical idol¬ 
atry.” 

**A nation or a social order tlmt 
j acknowledge* that it stands under 
I God Is open to criticism and e©r- 
!recUon and growth." 

• "Christians should never admit, 
j no matter how hard pressed they 
may be, that the cause that can 
he won or lost by military weap¬ 
ons or conspiracy is everything.” 

“The deepest difference between 
Christianity and Communism in 
relation to tlic ethic of means is 
to be found, not in the precise 
line that wc draw when we de¬ 
ride what Jar permitted, hut rather 
in the kind of concern for the op¬ 


ponent as a person which all the I 
«lL*.x'jpItnes and influences of Chris¬ 
tian faith encourage and which b 
not encouraged by the disciplines 
and Influences of Oommunwin.” 

"flftmmiinism’i wortkost poiiit..is 
tha t it underestimates the reality 
of evil ami so puts its c o nfide nce - 
i n too simple a solut ion of the 
human problem," 

"Christian opposition of Com¬ 
munism should be clearly dL4Ui- 
guished from the opposition to 
Communism by those who oppose 
it chiefly as an economic system.” 

(Christianity and Communism 
Today, by John C. Bennet t: Asso¬ 
ciation Press.) 

Through to Victory 


Door PoMor Ncippj’ 

6 v.rol yi-cii (kjo I Imord. D>. Carl Me tillin' orwl 
r/ofl copirr. of I hr "CM-lion B.*'ic''n. 1 * Ilo.j 

ityi somronn would coiWIiicr mr llinl ho wo*. a 
'■.'iihblr Tourer,“ I slcirtocJ reading un on |!i» thin • • 

| oi communism Finally convinced of thrre it’..'- 
vrrr.ive ocltvitirs ond ihc threat Ihry po*-o k' 

Ami itco, I ollnnpicd 1o cwalcn cur own chvp.h 

(KUUp. 

«. that time I v/rc!c Cos' • P ’ -• c 

f i any Urn: lop or tv.cl I ' • • . it p >ple 

4 aliuut this horror, Tt*. • •*" ‘•Id rrcum- 

rr*'orl war: o bool cai 1 ond Ch«i-- 

lioiiily,” ^ I • *>f»l n*i*. 

Flow, tlionk G»«l, V'W T». • iv-n m> ivnclrd 

(niiin.)P wnli your pnblirri.n n ”*.i • »*Jr|l» To Vit- 
mrr “ I mt-ncl w>lh I 1 *" h » nf C ■ , in -Irind with 
my follow lolheron*. riijr!n*l Its- un< ’y wave- 
ni.nl, ond i* I r..n rlo nothin* «! , I i«" i tell oil 
wtxil J- means lo me. 


Alice fo'.lrr 
Miami, tin. 


Veterans cf tin- Communist Line 

Among the air hundred delegates who made up the Fifth World 
Order Study Conference were some who have long been accustomed to 
supporting the Communist bn«, the real veterans of the Coirmmist- 
front apparatus. One-third of the Cleveland Conference was composed 
of clergymen and two-thirds of laymen, according to a press release 
from the headquarters of the National Council of Churches. A tabu¬ 
lation ahowinp the number of each individual's affiliations with 
organizations or enterprises which promoted the Communist line will 
Indicate something of the extent of such affiliation* The number 
of affiliatioi i for each individual is given in parentheses at the 
left of his name: 

(U8) John A. Mackay, Presbyterian, USA 
Ut5) Bishop G. Bromley Oxnam, Methodist 
(lilt) Charles C. Webber, Methodist 
(33) Benjamin E. Mays, American Baptist 
(33) A - J. Muste, Presbyterian, USA 
(3?) Herman F. Reissig, Congregational Christian 
(31) Bishop R. R. Wright, Jr., African Methodist Episcopal 
(22) Clarence E. Pickett, Society of Friends 
\ (?1) Edwin T. Dahlberg, American Baptist 

(20) Malph W. Sockman, Methodist 

(16) Mordecai Johnson. Baptist 

(15) Charles P. Boss, Methodist 
s (Hi ) John C. Benn ett, C ongregational Christian 
(Di) Stanley 17 Stuber, fane rican" BapIIall 
(ill) Alfred W. Syran, Congregational Christian 
(12) Paul L. Lehmann, Presbyterian, USA 
(12) Hlel D. Bollinger. Methodist 
(ll) Harold A. Bosley, Methodist 
*11) Robert W. Moon, Methodist 
(10) Gardiner M. Day, Protestant Episcopal 
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(A Letter to the Clergymen of The Lutheran Church - Missouri Syno d 
regarding the Synodical Conference and the "State of the Church Conf¬ 
erence* 1 May 29, 1961$ 

in cy former letter this year I stated that this conference was 
planned without any prior consultation with the Office of the 
President of Synod. At that time I also 3tated that free con¬ 
ferences could not be denied members of our Synod, 


A number of things reported from this conference disturb me. Among 
them are the repetition of certain matters my office is striving to 
solve in a proper and evangelical way; the serious criticisms of 
many individuals and incidents without proper prior investigation 
and consultation; the statement which falsely indicates our connec¬ 
tion with the NCCC; the sweeping reference to Valparaiso University, 

Personal conversation with Dr. Robert W. Bertram, the head of the 
religion department at Valparaiso, has assured m« that the religion 
deportment of the University has been given attention and has been 
strengthened during the last few years anc tn.it n* till do more >r 
such work. 


Another thing that disturbs me greatly is the "News and Views* copy 
sent out recently. If this issue of "News and Views" were factual, 
our Synod would be in a very sad plight. We are making a special 
study of this issue, and I shall report the results to you. Mean¬ 
while I plead for wholehearted support of our church's program. 

While I do not wish to deal in personalities, I certainly doubt the 
propriety of permitting a non-Lutheran (a Baptist) to serve as an 
advisor at a conference of men within our church. 

I do not favor side-stopping issues, but I am sure that you realize 
that it will take time to review this issue of "News and Views" 
properly. It was written very shrewdly. Some of the charges have 
long been given proper attention; others are now receiving atten¬ 
tion. Some matters are taken out of «hetr ipn’tw* . Tn area* 

"News and Viees" is completely wrong. Icm will receive more 
information. 

In these last and troublesome days, let us remember our God-given 
taski Preaching tho Gospel to all people. 

God be with you ! 


Sincerely, 



J. Wi Behnken 
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<D The Same Old Pattern 

We lived through much of the great struggle 
between modernism and fundamentalism in the 
Presbyterian Church in the U.S.A. which re¬ 
sulted in the triumph of the modernists and the 
exclusion of the defenders of the faith. A sim¬ 
ilar pattern is now being followed in the Mis¬ 
souri Synod-Luthem Church. We are repro¬ 
ducing a story from The St. Louis Lutheran 
for April 29. in which the president of Concor¬ 
dia Seminary denies that there is any modern¬ 
ism in the Synod. This then is supported by an 
editorial entitled, “Use God’s Methods.” The 
editorial says: 

“Grave as the issues may be that divide church 
members and church bodies, we are concerned 
almost as much by the methods which some dis¬ 
putants use to resolve the issue. 

“We can only wonder whether it is real zeal 
•for the truth of God’s Word and earnest love 
for the brother who is allegedly erring—whether 
there is real concern for the unit)' of the faith 
and the Body of Christ—when church leaders, 
clergy and lay alike, pass resolutions and pub¬ 
lish denunciations <1nd call conferences to de¬ 
cide issues and produce condemnations without 
ever giving the other man a chance to be heard 
directly and fairly. 

“God has outlined a procedure for Christians 
to folktw. Because we arc members one of 
another wc have a very direct and personal stake 
in the welfare of every other member of the 
church. This is a good place to commend our 
leaders in the church who have insisted that 
these procedures be followed so that edification 
and not destruction be the goal as we meet to 
resolve critical issues.’’ 

One could turn back 25 or 30 years and find 
identically the same attitude taken at that time 
toward the “troublemakers,’’ that is, the ortho¬ 
dox defenders of the faith who were seeking 
to alert the church and to lead the church to do 
its duty under its creed. 

The Larger Catechism, Concordia Triglotta, 
page 661, which could not be questioned as an 
authority by Lutherans, reads: “But where the 
sin is quite public so that the judge and every¬ 
body know it, and can witliout any sin avoid 
him and let him go, because he lias brought him¬ 
self into disgrace, and you may also publicly 
testify concerning hirn. For when a matter is 
public in the light of day, there can l>c no sland¬ 
ering or false judging or testifying; as, when 
we now reprove the Pope with his doctrine, 
i which is publicly set forth in books and pro¬ 
claimed in all the world. For where the sin is 
public, the reproof also must be public, that 
everyone may learn to guard against it” 

The Christi.tr. Beacon 
llzy 11 , 195 1 


USE SOD’S METHODS 

It’s hardly a secret that the Lutheran Church-Mis¬ 
souri Synod has been troubled within and without during 
recent years. News of the controversies have been carried 
by word of mouth arid by official and unofficial publica¬ 
tions of several church bodies. 

There are those who interpret such tensions and debate 
as a sign of weakness and deterioration within a conser¬ 
vative church body. We disagree with such an inter¬ 
pretation. 

When you see a congregation where pastor and lay lead¬ 
ers are wrestling with the deep personal problems of 
members you might conclude that something is very wrong 
with the congregation or else it would not have any al¬ 
coholism or delinquency or unfaithfulness, i ou might be 
more correct, however, in concluding that here is a con¬ 
gregation which has been reaching to bring in and work 
with the outcast, the weak and the straying. 

As President Fuerbringor of Concordia Seminary 
points out in a story elsewhere in this issue, Jhe church and 
her leaders also reflect the tensions of our times. They do 
because they face up to tlie problems, also theological, 
which our times have produced. Certainly Christ and llis 
apostles never practiced or advocated the kind of retreat 
and isolation from life and people lind problems which 
some people seem to long for. 

Grave as the issues may be that divide church members 
ami church bodies, we are concerned almost as much by 
the methods which some disputants use to resolve the 
issue. 

We can only wonder whether it is real zeal for the 
truth of God’s Word and earnest Jove for the brother who 
is allegedly erring—whether there is real concern for thp 
unity of the faith and the Body of Christ—when church 
leaders, clergy and lay alike, pass resolutions and public 
denunciations and call conferences to decide issues an J 
produce condemnations without ever giving the other man 
a chance to be heard directly and fairly. 

\ God has outlined a procedure for Christians to foi- 
low. Because we arc airnifiefs one of another we havF "h 
very direct and personal stake in the welfare of every 
other member of the church. This is a good place to cum 
mend our leaders in the church who have insisted Hint 
these procedures he followed so that edification ami not 
destruction be the goal ns we meet to resolve critical. is¬ 
sues. 

THE ST. LOUIS LUTHERAN 
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-136- THE BADGER LUTHERAN 


Ml in nt f. Efffjfars 


To Tell the Truth 


THfc FR5E CONFERENCE . Meanwhile, these men have the 

-To judge by the preliminary rigrht * n confer in the way they 
publicity the "Free Conference” .Pbm to. But, ns has happened 
already got in the local press, * n the past with statements of 
Milwaukee’s » Missourians might other groups, seme of their sbaie- 
as well prepare themselves for a ments may Arise from unron- 
drenohing in black ink during a ■clou:* sp*'ei;i] pleading and bhere- 
few days In the middle of May. ,nrc br unconscious over-state- 
Of course, should this Onfer- merits, 
ence decide to bar reporters, we Unfortunately, local Missouri- 
mny escape this unfavorable pub- n ns may find themselves with the 
lici/ty, but at the moment, this embarrassing kind of headlines 
does not seem likely. nn< ^ newspaper spare they could 

To set the record straight, one wo ^ do without, 
should remember that Milwau¬ 
keeans did not originate the idea *_ 

of this Conference, nor invite it Of several lenathy responses 
to bold Its meeting in this area. to Kev. Eggcr’s editorial on tit 


that reform has originated fr.om' 
no concerted action of th«* body 
needing reformation, but from the 
solemn conviction and persevering 
efforts of some single mind, which 
working first alone, has afterword 
won to its assiwtAnce many 
others'*? Then he quotes t h<y* op¬ 
ponents: “But we would rather 
se*» the whole matter tkme id ft 
perfectly systematic and legitimate 
way." Shall we make our own ap¬ 
plications? 

Milwaukee Plans said of the man 
who felt a refo/mation could be 
-r effected •'gently:" "Perhaps it 


never occured to him that under 


to bold its meeting In this area. to Kev. Egger’s editorial on the certain conditions only a : hun ur- 

In fact, v a r i o u s Milwaukeeans Free Conference the following Mwrm with its attendant tf'tning, 

were approached and refused to excerpts seem to he the most strong winds, nnr ° e 1 " r * 

be a iKvrt of the sponsoring pointed: ance. canpurify ^^nntair. 

* * • * Do we ' not know that the method 

P 'Moreover, it numbers among TO THE EDITOR advocated by ^him" ha* "been tried 

fto sponsors: several men who for Point 2 k likewiae qultl unsue.^stull.N f - • 

years have also sponsored an un- vnnt; It tells ns we are to await urns . '• 1 ' . 

official publication which has the exercise of discipline by Syno- we not all heed Acts 20.J0 and then 

■2?22 » ith ... w- *.ess l'tx 

grooving distaste and has become - slatr<1 pmpose^of th< couhnnee, ^ exhort vou 

la reel v discredited a graduate "to utrengtben and support Synod s write unto you. a C .V 

whom the seminwy has so far Presidium and Boards in dealing that ye should earnestly contend 
whoni the seminary nos so r ious and delicate for ttie faith which ns once de- 

refused ordination, and a person «”th this moot s* nous Uvered UMto fch o saints?" 

officially connected with another problem. 

Point 3 is utterly wrong and mis- b ratcrwilly. 


fringe publication. ° " Ulltr,v "**“ .. 

Grant that these mm are sin- fading. What reaMy troubles u* 

core and concerned about ML*i- is not lm P ftCt L °[ the 

souri. That some of them, how-* revolutionary times in which we 

ever, may see things in the light » v *'' TW * ««*“ f « r 

of their special experience findi- ^ctrirud dcv.at.ona to «ust and 

catevi above), must also be obvi- Perpetuate themselvr* could hav* 


Fraternally, 

ARTHUR DREVLOW. Pastor 
St. John's Lutheran Church 
St. James. Minn. 

l f I . 

Two Conferences in 


CJUetl BUOVtV, mU5l irv WV4- - . . ... . >1 . »»» I 

been used at any point in the. Milwaukee Next Week 

_ Q Church's history from tlhe time of, 

Several other observations are ^ ^ ^ MILWAUKEE - The BADGER 

WThe errst h.dU of Missouri’s What is really troutoWdg our rhuroh! LUTHERAN will be represented at 
1 -The great built of u>dRy is what always has trembled the two conferences whkih will be 

clergy and laity are conserva v e thc of Christ that: held here the week of May 15. 

,u ,erans * 10 nvc * ' v some people have U< v dng ears, a» One of tihosr conferences, "State 

the ^toriepooitions ^by our ^ pfl ^ ^ lnr ’„ by Gb<rs inspira . of tho Ch!mih conference.** is a 

° 1I " rC ‘ v, PP ‘ tn l widl^nd work 1 tion - ami ^ ront "band for sound free conference of a group of 

through official channels, which tf ' ,, hing ’ }* , h e ***"* ,WLS,0rS ’ t « w ' h ‘* r8 

.... e ... „ „,. orrginal wn with which ail l«.v© ani | ] n y )inon . This group is an un- 

si appaKin > * . ' been bom from Adam. But it la official group which will niect at 

Tu - Of » Free no excuse for those who have been the Hotel Sohroedor on May 15 and 

stored to the device of a Free ngain> not of rom .ptibk, 3(J 

Uorfcronoc seed, but of incorruptible, by the From May 17 through lfl, the 

: * Word of God which livrth and reconvened convention of the 


the historic positions held by our 
church. Apparently psychologir- 


MJLWAUKEE - The BADtiEU 
LUTHERAN will be reprosented at 


CJno of these conferences, "State 
of the Church Conference,** is a 


official group which will meet al 
the Hotel ftohroeder on May 15 and 
36. 

From May 17 through 1ft. the 


Irf.nod, as nocfssarj, b> our ofH- Concadia Luthoran Onlrch conv ,. nt(on whifh hns b „„ .p.-oir,- 


cials. 

3—What really troubles our 
church as well as every other 

churdh body today is the impact _ . . „ 

.. m ... iT , The Badger Laitherjan has earned stltuent synods of the conference. 

which wa live. \v f IcJ pros* artlrit. oh. "Tho .IfadertakW, Oon- Tlw KdOfflKIt MTOTmAK w 
sure of the .age in mojiy differtnt v ' n, f’ : « rawed ,ts vo.oe la ro ,,„ y puhtwhed .. series ./ ar- 

! -sL’^L'-r srJZLZ — - “— 


Vemrillion, S. Dakota 


TO THE KpITOR: 


eally culled to discuss the issues 
of doctrinal unity problems which 
have arisen within the four con- 


symptoms without discussing thc 
disease which afflicts thc world: 
the 20th century. 


pretending they are but insignifi¬ 
cant little items? Hurst, in h i» 
History of Rationalism 1ms stated 
the case well: "And does not the 
entire history of the Church prove 
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Clergymen Denounce 
Missouri Synod Chief: 


By DAVll) A. RUNfiK 
Of The Journal Staff 

The Lutheran church — Mis¬ 
souri synod, usually regarded as 
one of the most conservative of 
Protestant church bodies, was 
described Monday by its right 
wing members as on the verge 
of being taken over hy liberal 
elements. 

i Speakers at the opening of a 
I two day “state of the church” 
conference at the Schroeder ho- 
itel also attacked the National 
jCouncil of Churches, the World 
jCouncil of Churches, the revised 
I standard version of the Bible 
land other current biblical schol¬ 
arship. 

A Jf>3 page “book of docu¬ 
mentation” was distributed at 
I the meeting, detailing the al¬ 
leged evidences of liberalism 
land modernism in the 2,400,000 
member church body. Synod of¬ 
ficials have denied the charges. 

The Rev. Dr. August W. Bru- 
stut, Scursdale, N. Y., repeated| 


charges of Communist infiltra¬ 
tion in the National Council ofi 
Churches, composed of 33 Prot¬ 
estant and Eastern On hodox.de-’ 
nominations, and demanded an| 
end to the "unholy alliance” of! 
the Missouri synod's board of 
missions in the council’s divi-. 
sion of home missions. 

Dr. Bmstat, who described 
himself as a friend of Uerbc r t 
Philhrick. former I RI counter¬ 
spy. claimed that charges in an 
air force manual, that many! 
Protestant clergymen were! 
Communists or leftist sympa¬ 
thizers, had never been refuted. 

He said that the manual’s 
withdrawal as a result of. pro¬ 
tests by the National Council of 
Churches was akin to “the kind 
of censorship or book burning’ 
process so vigorously protested 
by some of these very NCC lead¬ 
ers a few short years ago.” 

Dr. Brustat also defnded the 
committee on un-American ac- 
Tut n to page 3 , column 1 


\»y 

Synod’s Leaders Are Criticized 


From pone I. column 7 

tivities ^nd said that the film, 
“Operation Abolition,” told the 
truth about Communist agita¬ 
tion in San Francisco. 

“I favor the admission of Red 
China to the UN.” Dr. Brustat 
asserted. “I favor giving them 
our seat.” 

Many in the audience ap¬ 
plauded that remark. 

The Rev. Cameron A. Mac-i 
Kenzie, Detroit, Mich., moder ' 
ator of the. conference, charged 
that there was an "increasing 
vagueness” in the synod’s doc¬ 
trinal position. 

Criticizes Welfare Groups 

Pastor Mackenzie, in the key-1 
note address, also criticized “the' 
acceptance of extraecclcsiasti-| 
cal organizations such as ‘wel-i 
fare committees,’ so-called ‘hu¬ 
man relations’ organizations, 
treating of racial problems. 

"Here we have ihe world en¬ 
tering into the church and using | 


the church for i>t> own devious 
objectives,” he said. “Our fa¬ 
thers warned against the social 
gospel, and now we find it as¬ 
suming importance in our own 
church under the guise of pro¬ 
moting the Gospel.’’ 

The Rev. Dr. William F. Beck. 
St. Louis, Mo., said the Missouri 
synod faced “a dividing of the 
church, and the division is not 
caused by those who arc loyal 
to the Missouri synod.” 

New Bible Attacked 

Dr. Beck protested a "ten¬ 
dency to treat the RSV (Revised 
Standard Version of the Bible) 
ns the official Bible of the Mis¬ 
souri synod." He declared that 
the RSV. which was produced 
under the sponsorship of the 
National Council of Churches, 
was the work of "modernists’’ 
who were incapable of fender¬ 
ing a faithful translation from 
the early manuscripts. 

“The RSV translators are bad 
treesC Dr. Beck said. “Can they 


I produce good fruit? Jesus says 
no.” 

The Rev. Dr. Siegbert W. 

| Becker, a teacher at Concordia 
Teachers college. River Forest.’ 

| III., said the synod was aban¬ 
doning its position that the Bi- 
I’ol was the “inerrant and ver- 
bpty inspired’-’ word of God. 

“if the words no longer mean 
what they say. and if we must 
look behind the words for the 
great truth hidden there, every 
man may with equal right find 
there exactly what he pleases,” 
the speaker said. 

Sponsors of the meeting re- ’ 
ported a registration of 472 pas¬ 
tors, teachers and laymen. 
They said the 360 delegates and 
112 visitors came from 30 
states, Japan and the Philip¬ 
pines. Several synod officials 
and teachers at the synod’s sem¬ 
inaries attended as observers. 
Visitors also attended from the 
conservative Wisconsin Evan¬ 
gelical Lutheran synod and the 
Evangelical ^Norwegian) synod. 


St. Louis Fos t 
Dispatch 3C 


■LUTHERANS WARNED 



I 

Clergyman Wants Missouri 
Synod to Cut Ties With 
National Council. 


MILWAUKEE. May If. (AP)- 
iThp Lutheran Church—Missouri 
■ Synod yesterday was urged to 
sever all relations with the Na¬ 
tional Council of Churches and 
to “speak out boldly against the 
modernism, liberalism and IrH- 
ist tendencies” in the ProteUant 
organization. 

The proposal was made by the 
Rev. August W. Brustat of Scars- 
daJe, N. Y., in addressing 4M 
delegates from throughout the 
nation at a “state of the church 
couference” attended by conserv¬ 
ative Lutheran groups in Amcr 
ica. About ti year ago the Mis¬ 
souri synod applied for limited 
affiliation with the council, to co¬ 
operate in the field of home mis¬ 
sions. 

Dr. Brustat repeated charge* 
that leaders or the National 
Council have “steered the organ¬ 
ization down a path parrallel to 
Communist objectives.” Be listed 
common points as peaceful co¬ 
existence with Communism, rrc- 
ognition of Red China, disarma- 
tnent, a bar on nuclear testing 
and abolition of loyalty oaths. 

He repeated charges that 8763 
Protestant clergymen, members 
of the denominations comprising 
the council, “aided and abetted 
Communist causes.” 

“I don’t say they were rard- 
carryinR Communists," he said, 
“but they were dupes, unwitting 
tools of the Communists.” 

Dr. Brustat said. “Evangelical 
Christianity can no more coexist 
with Communism than God can 
coexist with the devil.” 

Delegates attending the confe-- 
ence, which will close toiigh r , 
represented the Missouri synod, 
with visitors representing tin 
1 Wisconsin and Evangelical (Nor¬ 
wegian) synods, and mrmb''r<; of 
the Evangelical Lulheian syn. 

! odical conference. 


idlers to Editor 
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-’-- ThE LUThlbnHrj" IkYM.-iK 

HERE’S WHAT HAPPENED AT THE 


June, 1961 


SFree" Conference 


Detroit, Mich., hailed the meet¬ 
ing as one of "historical mo¬ 
ment, for it is the - very first 
such free conference held by 
Missourians since the early days 
X>£ our Synod.” 

13 Resolutions 

If the 13 essays delivered dur¬ 
ing the two-day meeting do not 
£ive the conference historical 
status, the 13 resolutions passed, 


Crowds jammed the Hotel Sehroedcr in Milwaukee 
on Tuesday 'evening, May 16. A capacity audience of 800 
—largest in many years according to Schroeder Hotel 
officials—overflowed the main dining hall and out. into the 
corridor to hear a two-hour address by outer space expert ! 
Wernher von Braun. esch indivMua , in his propel 

section at all sessions. No one! 
was permitted to enter without 
proper credentials. 

Press representatives were re¬ 
peatedly delayed in getting into 
the meeting room. In one in¬ 
stance this delay lasted for more 
than an hour. Several journalists 
were reported to have said that 
in their long careers of covering. 
cljureh meetings, this is the first I 
time they had received such 

treatment. 

. . . , .. _ , . Prominent officials of Synod 

sirmg official sanction. Confer- . , . .. 

° ... . ... „ • were seated In the rear ot the 

ence officers were admittedly . , , . 

. I room and denied the privilege 

self-appointed. 1 

The conference moderator, the 
Rev. Cameron A. MacKenzie of 


An adjoining hall, seating 
nbout half as many, overflowed 
too with persons identified by 
the press as "right wing mem¬ 
bers of The Lutheran Church- 
Missduri Synod.” 

The Lutherans were conclud¬ 
ing a two-day "State of the 
■ Church Conference” which dealt 
I with alleged modernism and Jib- 
1 eralism among the Synod’s lead¬ 
ers and teachers. The meeting 
was described as a "free con¬ 
ference,” neither having nor de- 


of the floor. Seated in one of 
the front rows, and wearing a] 
badge which apparently entitled! 
him to speak, was Major Edgar, 
C. Bundy,. Wheaton. Ill., head 
of the ChojFcIi League of Amer¬ 
ica. His writings were repeatedly 
publicized by the moderator -and 
offered for sale at the lobby 
desk. He is a Baptist. 

Women Cheer i 

Quite a number of women 
were observed at the meeting.' 


in the closing sessions certainly Many of these were seated “up 


front,” and some participated in! 
voice voting, even though the 
moderator, in answer to a spe¬ 
cific question, ruled ihat voting 
was to be restricted to male 
"full” registrants. These women 
also played a part In the ap¬ 
plauding and standing ovations 
which accompanied the presenta¬ 
tions of the essays. 

One young layman who rose 
to the defense of several semi- , 
nary professors whose teachings 
had been openly and bitterly 
attacked by the essayists, was 
observed to be seated in 'the 
"rear’’ section and minus his 
badge after the next recess. 
Upon, questioning, he reported 
that his badge had been taken 
away from him because he fail- 
agree with the intent, purpose,Ijed to live up to his signed 
and plan of the State of the' pledge to wit, "I agiee with 
Church Conference.” the intent, purpose, and plan of 

Guards at Doors the Slate of the Church Confer- 

Guards were placed 'at all ence.” 
doors. It was their duty to seat Several others voiced dissent 


will. These reflect the wide 
range of topics covered by the 
speakers and the specific con¬ 
cerns of the conference partici¬ 
pants. • 

While 472 persons were re¬ 
ported to have been present at 
the conference, the number of 
actual participants was con¬ 
siderably smaller. The greatest 
number of votes tallied on sev¬ 
eral roll calls was 147. . 

The privileges of.speaking and 
voting were denied to all ex-, 
cept program participants until 
the closing two sessions, and 
then they were granted only to 
“full” registrants. To be a bond 
fide conference participant, «fie 
was required to sign a pledge* 
card, which said in part, "1 j 


with the trend and spirit of 1-ha 
conference. A professor from 
one of Synod’s teacher training 
schools protested the variety of 
issues covered by the 13 reso¬ 
lutions, He said: "By starting 
brush fires all over we are 
weakening our cause. We are 
leaving ourselves open to so 
many criticisms—making our¬ 
selves vulnerable on so many 
fronts—that we shall lose the 
whole battle." 

'Disappointed* 

A Cleveland pastor also ex¬ 
pressed keen disappointment 
with the conference. He lament¬ 
ed the fact, that no''opportunity 
was granted to discuss the pa¬ 
pers. He said that in his opinion ^ 
only one pajier— the one deliver- ' 
ed by the Rev. William F. Beck, 
of St. Louis on “Bible Transla-i» 
tions and the Revised Standard 
Version” was basic, tile others 
were all "fringe jiapers.” His 
comments were ruled out of 
order. 

Conference essayists. In ad¬ 
dition to Moderator MacKenzie 
and Dr. Reck, included: the Rev. 

Dr. Siegbert W. Becker of River 
Forest, III.; the Rev. Dr. L. VV. 
Faulstick of Los Angeles; the 
Rev. Vernon H. Harley of Cor¬ 
pus Christi, Texas; 

The Rev. Dr. August W. Bru- 
stat of Scarsdale. N. Y.: the Rev. 
Arnold H. G'ebhart of Hooper, 
Neb.: the Rev. William F. Mc- 
Murdie of Imperial Bench, Calif.; 

Dr. Ren R. Bryant, M. D., of 
Imperial Beach. Calif.; 

The Rev. Harold W. Romoser 
,af Oak Park, Ill.; Mr. Fred C. 
Bcndewald of St. Joseph, Mo.; 

(Continued on Page 11) 

r ■ 

‘EASIER TO OPPOSE 
THAN FAVOR’ 

It seems that we always find 
it easier to wrlto when we are 
opposed to something than when 
w« are In favor of It. That, no 
doubt, accounts for the lar«e 
negative response to your article 
on the "Free” Conference. 

The undesigned U grateful to 
you for exposing Ihe spirit, and 
conduct of that particular meet¬ 
ing. It is to be hoped that you 1 
<v!ll continue to react In such 
i a forthright and courageous 
manner whenever and wherever 
witch hunts and loveless atti¬ 
tudes make their appearances. . 

• You are to be congratulated 
for alerting the church to such 
dangerous groups. 

Rev. Arthur M. Weber 

t>^lr fitir 



From Our 


Readers 

‘MISSOURI SYN01> 
GROWING UP* 

Your July 1 issue was a pit: - 
, re to read. Especially lnterest- 
\ g were your reports of reac- 
ijn on both sides of the "Free 
Church Conference” Issue. In¬ 
deed our Missouri Synod’ report¬ 
ing Is “growing up” when It 
can recognize and constructively 
use the three types of reporting 
mentioned In this issue. 

It ha* matured when It Is pos¬ 
sible for you to deal with cur¬ 
rent social issues In an era when 
anyone who does so Is labeled 
"pink", "social gospellers,” and 
other choice names. 

You may not ttri many 
friends with your reporting, but 
those you gain will be staunch 
supporters. Let us pray that oui 
Lutheran laymon • -e op'- 
enough to the Spirit’s Influence. 
to swell the latter group aigJ 
nlflcantlv, 

REV. BRUC3 D. CASiJLER 

Detroit, Mich. 


[COMMENDS 1 REE 
CONFERENCE REP JUT 

I appreciated your most Merest - 

tug refxii'i on th® latest aberra¬ 
tion In Synod — the u>-eclled 
"State of the Church Confer¬ 
ence." Your report treated the 
“witch-hunt” in a style well 
suited to the affair. 

If F.dgar Bundy beet ties the 
final source and norm of doc¬ 
trine within our Synod • • • 
(perish the thought!). 

In a day when MeCarthyisxn 
seems to have been “dlscoveri d“ 
by some of the brut hen in the 
Synod, we need courageous edi¬ 
torship of our periodical's to 
stand up to th» hnlf-truth:: and 
Innuendoes that keep buzzing 
around. 

I feel somewhat left down. 
After yawning ihrot sh Bundy** 
"News and View I discovered 
that- the LWML and I were 
about the only om : not attacked. 
If they find out our new church 
has a red roof, 1 might riAkjJ 
the next editlot . 

I «v. I ild ' 

Craw for dsvllle, Ind. 
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‘FREE’ - CONFERENCE 


1 <5. s 

(Continued from Pagfe Ten) 
Mr. Kenneth K. Miller of St. 
Louis, and Mr. John M. Rhame 
of Clinton, la. 

CHe Reflations 
The 13' resolutions passed by 
the conference ask that.: 


turfs/' adopted by the St. Txiuis 
Concordia Seminary faculty is 
not acceptable "because of -its 
lack of clarity and dubious ex¬ 
pressions.” 

(Did the free conference mis¬ 
understand this statement?) 


(The parenthetical remarks 
after each resohition are com¬ 
ments on the resolutions.) 

1. The following words be 
added to Article II of the con¬ 
stitution of The Lutheran 
Church- Missouri Synod: "the 
Brief Statement of the dindrlnal 
position of the Missouri Synod. 

| Is a true and unadulterated 
statement and exposition of the 
i Word of C.od.” 

(The adoption of such a reso¬ 
lution may he contrary to the 
confessional principles of Ihe 
Missouri Synod.) 

2. The officials of Synod be 
directed to apply the Synodical 
discipline proscribed in the By- 
Laws of the Const Hut Ion against 
a number of articles and essays 

I "because of the errors they con¬ 
tain.” These writings have ap¬ 
peared in The Lutheran Quar¬ 
terly, various district convention 
reports in the form of essays. 

, and in The Seminarian, a pub¬ 
lication of Concordia Seminary, 

: St. Louts. 

(It Is the considered opinion 
i of most unbiased observers thnt 
: Synodical leaders are doing 
i what they can to maintain doc¬ 
trinal .discipline.) 

. 3.. Synorj reiterate Its agree¬ 

ment -thal '’it is not Scrlpturally 
legitimate to require the appli¬ 
cation of the first two steps of 
Matthew 18 in the case of public 
sin within a congregation or in 
the application of Synod’cnl dis¬ 
cipline to instances of public 
error." 

(It- would be a better evidence 
I of Christian charity to follow 
Mattheto, 18 In all errors.) 

4. “TJV& Theology of Fellow¬ 
ship” statement of Synod, t re¬ 
cently prepared by the joint fac¬ 
ulties of the St. Louis and 
Springfield Concordia seminaries, 
“Is unsupported by Scripture 
and shpuld be rejected.” 

(Most qualified observers are 
not willing to question the doc¬ 
trinal integrity and competence 
of more than 70 seminary facul¬ 
ty members, all of whom voted 
unanimously for this statement.) 

5. "A Statement on the Form 
and Function of the Holy Scrip- 


6. Six “eminent orthodox theo- ; 
logical publications" now out of 1 
print be made available again 
by, Concordia Publishing House. 

(Good idea—when they are 
translated from the German.) 

7. Synod’s officers, boards and 
members sever all ties with the 
Lutheran World Federation, and 
the Narional Lutheran Council. 

(Synod Is not a member of 
and engages in no unionistic co¬ 
operation with either the LWF 
or the NLC.) 

8. Synod’s officers, boards, and 
members sever all ties with the 
National Council of Churches 
and the World Council of ! 
Churches. 

• Synod is not a member of the 
NCC or the WCC.) 

Hit Communism 

9. Synod’s Board for Higher 
Education direct the teachers of 
social sciences in Synod's in¬ 
stitutions to Instruct their classes 
on the evils of communism, and 
that a list of competent lectur¬ 
er! on the subject be compiled 
for the use of congregations. 

(No church body Is more 
aware of the dangers of com¬ 
munism than the Missouri Syn¬ 
od. It has always tried to in-; 
struct its workers accordingly.) 

10. The Revised Standard Ver¬ 
sion and other modern transla¬ 
tions of the Bible not be used, 
nrtd that Synod’s scholars work 
on producing an ‘‘accurate, mod¬ 
ern Bible." 

(Synod has never accepted any 
version as official.) 

11. Valparaiso University con¬ 
form its teachings and publica¬ 
tions to the doctrinal position of 
Synod, or, if it cannot, approval 
for Synod-wide solicitation of 
funds he denied. 

(Synod has frequently been re¬ 
assured by the head of the re-' 
li?»ion department who is in 
strong agreement with the posi-. 
tion of the Missouri Synod.) 

12. The work of the "fiee” 
conference should be continued 
through further meeting' and 
through publications, including, 
perhaps, a journal of theology I 
“to disseminate the essays here 
presented." 


(Does this mean that the 
“free" conference js now a 
permanent organization designed 
to function as a pressure 
group?) 

13. The final resolution was 
n weak “thank you" to the con¬ 
ference essayists. 

In most cases, the conference 
participants were urged to sub¬ 
mit similar resolutions to the 
19(52 convention of the Missouri 
Synod which meets in Cleveland. 

A 193-page “book of docu¬ 
mentation" detailing the alleged 
evidences of liberalism and mod¬ 
ernism was sold nl the confer¬ 
ence for five dollars. The bogk 
contained numerous photostats 
of stories in THE LAYMAN, the 
Lutheran Hour News, the Lu¬ 
theran Witness, and other pub¬ 
lications. 

“News and View*” a publica¬ 
tion edited by Major Bundy, a 
Baptist, containing 60 pages of 
half truths and misrepresenta¬ 
tions about persons and organ¬ 
izations within the Missouri 
j Synod, was distributed to con-. 
, Terence participants and subse¬ 
quently mailed to every pastor 
I in Synod. 


At Milwaukee, Wisconsin—A “State 
of the Church Conference” sponsored by 
a .group of Lutheran Church-Missouri 
Synod pastors and laymen, heard charges 
that the traditionally orthodox body has 
in recent years experienced some chinks 
in its spiritual structure. 

More than 500 persons attended the 
conference. Some 54 per cent were said 
June 5 r 1961 


to be clergymen. 37 per cent laymen, and 
9 per cent teachers. 

Protests were voiced alleging that 
the synod has gradually been infiltrated 
by some liberal professors at its synodical 
.'institutions and at its associated Val¬ 
paraiso University and that certain publi 
cations circulated within the synod have 
wittingly 4>r unwittingly propagated the 
social gospel and have taken a “decided 
anti-anticommunist stand.’ Also criti¬ 
cized was the alignment of the synod's 
Board for North 'and South American 
Missions with the National Council of 
Churches. 

A volume of some 200 pages was 
distributed to delegates as documentation 
for the charges. 

Twelve resolutions designed to 
strengthen the hands of synodical officers 
. to deal with the problems were adopted. 
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Excerpts of Reactions to LAYMAN Story on 

The ‘Free’ Conference 


Here nre escerptR of comments received in response 
1o the LUTHERAN LAYMAN story in the June issue 
on Ihc State of the Church Conference in Milwaukee in 

'May- \ 

A New Yorie State pastor ex 
‘the re 


pressed the wish that 


The pastor expressed the hope 
that “you will permit other men 


porter had stuck to straight ^ answer each of your corn- 


news reporting, as was done in 
the front page article, ‘Synod¬ 
ical Conference fo Study the 
Church.” 


A South Dakota pastor wrote: 
“Yon insinuate that there is no 
modernism or liberalism In 
‘Synod’s leaders and teachers’ 
while at the same time admit¬ 
ting the possibility when , you 
use the word ‘alleged.’ 


merits (on the adopted resolu¬ 
tions). You gave the same pat 
answers which we have heard 
and read since the accusations 
were first made. Ttiere are, I 
am suit?, just as pat and concise 
answers In favor of the re~rflGV 
tions.” 


A Washington pastor 
“Granted, for argument's sake. 


Commenting on the LAYMAN 
article, the Wisconsin pastor 
continued, “But when an article 
such as appeared in THE LU¬ 
THERAN LAYMAN seeks to 
downgrade, decry, and deplore 
the State of the Church Confer¬ 
ence, and presents less than half 
the truth of the matter. I am 
all the more ronvinced that 
more free conferences ai«* nec¬ 
essary, and that this last 011 c 
was not in vain.” 

'Ihe letter writer noted that 
the conference did not repicsent 
a minority of extremists but 
asked'! " l,1erp R,e hiany pastors, teach¬ 
ers, professors, and lay people 


. The Wisconsin pastor 
eluded, “If you and I want to 
loyal to our Savior and previ-K 
a complete upheaval of lit 
church, we will do everythini 
to assist the men in charge , 
we will defend the truth «t 
God's Word nt any price . . 
we will restore any one wh. 
repents and amends to the )ev#l 
of Christian brother and child ot 
God through Christ our Savior 


rj 


“Which is it?,’* the paato? wn- (WM| , half trulh * and misrep- 
tinues. ‘Have you been rca ling jvsentalions ns you rail them), 
the publications of Synod and v ,jiat about thos»- tilings In said 
Us different departments? Have lssUe of News R!lf i views which 
you read the photostatic copies 8rf , jgQ-p half truths and misrep- 
in the 200-page book of docu- rese n tat ions?” 
rnents sold at the convention In H< > ron tinued, “Rather than 
Milwaukee? . . . Have you read gjye the free conference and 


that there may he some mis-1 who arp of ihf > * ame °P inion ns 

that expressed in the confer¬ 


ence, • 

Expressing agicemcnt. with 
*nme of the points mentioned in 
the LAYMAN story, ihe Wiscon¬ 
sin pastor wrote. ’With most 1 
disagree.'’ Among the points of 
disagreement were the fact that 


An LLL District pnstyral ail 
viser wrote: “I was at Uie cop 
ference and some of the thins 
reported are deceitfully report^ 
and others are lies ... If 
readers weren't exacted to 
a pre-conceived and hoped-fw 
impression upon reading the *i 
tide, then why is it that the nt« 
jority of the article consists of 
finding fault and hanging o\|i 
all the so-called ‘‘dirty linen 
while very little or nothing l» 
said about the encou regimen 1 
to Dr. Behnken, the several vn 
fine essays which were deliverr.i 
and the general orderliness s' 
those who participated?” 

Noting that all Missouri Sync 
clergymen and leathers listed i 
the Lutheran Annual were h 
vited to the conference, the pie 
local adviser noted that ho 
•'scratched out flu* words “pi* 


the 'word for word’ quotations ^ew* and Views the ‘brush off' Synod does not have an official and purpose” on the rcservath 
In ‘he June 1961 issue of News article apparently seems! 


and Views? Or are nil these totM , attempting, let us be| 
matter* misquoted and/or of lit-. Kra teful that there still are, 
tie concern to the dedicated < j| 10SB who are very much con-1 


Bible (“King James version by, cArd and still was able I 
common consent”;, that men* speak. He Indicated others con 
were denied the privilege Qfl'have done the same thing. 


Christian?” 

The .same pastor also objected, nnd practice 
to the story's comment on the re- 1 
quiromont. Tot signing the pledge 
card without the story specifical¬ 
ly mentioning the brief 
ment. 

On Major Bundy’s 


cemed about purity of doctrine' 


A Wisconsin pastor related 
that he attended the conference 
state-4 because he is concerned abou‘ 

! the "so-called neo-orthodox trend 
presence, Synod” nnd the strained re- 
the tetter writer said that "Mr. j n ii 0 * 1s iHot now exist between 
Bundy rhd not even talk once. constituent synods of the 

He was not even an evident ad- Svn odicnl Conference, 
visor. He was not there until went to the conference tp 

the second day. But it Is quite| receive information, which I ro- 


speaking at the conference <b^ ; 
cited an example), and the re-.' 
lalionahip of the Missouri Synod 
to the NCC ("we have our noses 
poked into something that should j 
be our least concern’’). 

“I know, too,” he continued,) 
"that some of my brethren In 
the ministry objected to the 
State of the Church Conference 
because they feel that all the 
aberrations in Synod should be 
handled through official chan¬ 
nels . . . But the truth of the, 


strange that,,he should even be. ceived in abundance,” he wrote. :matter is that the channels of 


mentioned especially since other 
1herdogij»n*-from other Lutheran 
groups an«J denominations have 
been permitted to feddregs our 
seminaries and conventions. 

“And to be real honest with 
the entire matter," the South 
DAhota pastor continued, "don’t 
you think it a terrible shame 
that Major Bundy felt more 
conscience bound to sit with 
those who held to the Brief 


“In our district and circuit meet¬ 
ings we heard some rumors 
about, certain individuals in our 
church that are teaching false 
doctrine ... I have now studied 
this natty business very care¬ 
fully. I can come to no other 
conclusion: There is a movement 
afoot m the Missouri Synod with 
respect to the very grassroots of 
Lutheranism, namely the iner¬ 
rancy and the authority of the 


Statement anil were WilUpg to, Bible” 
sign their names to that fact.I indicating that he had “a 
than to sit v.ith those hundred g 7 yat deal of faith in the inte- 
or so who could not si.^n their grity Rnd wtsdom cf our college 
name to a Synodical document, Bnd binary professors,” the 
*i’li the Intention of honestly jitter writer noted that “even 
desiring to do something about the mo6t ]* ay rf e d 

doctors are hot 

the denials of fhat Brief State- Immune to heretical 
ment?” tions.” 


lempta. 


Synod have somehow become 
clogged . . . 

"One answer may he that our 
officials are too timid. The oth¬ 
er-may'be that they are over- 
1 whelmed by such large and 
I ’learned’ numbers of errorists 
in our midst, and ns yet have 
[not recovered from the shock of 
what these schoolnfen are trying 
to teach in our schools. 

"Another reason may be that 
some of our officials are sleep-' 
ing on the Job, or they have 
been kept so busy keeping the* 
machinery of Synod oiled and 
the plumbing from leaking, that 
they haven’t had time to repair 
the major leaks in the dikes of 
Christian doctrine.” 


He continued, “I believ* 
precedent to this soil of ihli 
was set up In the April 4 iu>> 
of tin* Lutheran Witnes* whlik 
permit ted only one side of tit 
issue to be heard by refusing i 
print any lettei** received on tt 
article ’Special Report— Theole. 
ical Problem,’ " 

He added. “This type of i 
porting only tends to stir i 
ihe emotions and makes one f< 
like hitting hack. 1 believe Hu 
we already have enough of tl 
in Synod nnd feel that it > 
high time for us to stop taklii 
pot-shots at each other nnd sta 
aiming together nt the real n 
emy outside who must Jan 
with glee while hr* ‘as a roari 
lion walketh about, seeklni 
whom he may devour.’ ’’ 


i 


Expressing hi ' appreciation i 
THE LAYMAN, a Califorr 
pastor \»tcge.«icd Dial perjai 
move meetings of Synod wei 
be l"lpf»u. He suggested H 
fsyjD Kl '1T< uld nv'ot every '>i 
(inMead of every three yeai 
with about one third of the.il* 
egates .»x\ nich no'v attend . r J 
trienmaV sessions, and t iVat t> 
trict .’Jyiiods meet each yea 
bch- e the. general convention 






_ f . . • -H3- __ 

A Mirhlf n pa Iter w C I Th)l.o:2t! Con. Trig. Page 6€l>;j ferenec himself oS tTnT'Mifi of 

)i.i ’. it r it n* th eonfcitue*! thp,! 1 0t aU members glt bg, the «jgI ys ami otter literature 

it i <,l ihft pastors of Lrula and Springfie ld facnl- distrlbatri It was reported that 

ii it . rj, r-d he strted that ■ -VA 6 "'- 3or t htLJ!DP >0 . }( 2&: , .-fiX printed. copies and tape reebrd- 

o r leport of the conference Fe> ;°^ s ^!P’ and " pven if the V ings of the es.sa.vs would be 

..is »>ry * distorted, and 1,1 <•> 15 11 un r uthernn to believe made available by the State of 

. ‘/out editorial comments that 'councils and bishops’ may) tfcp Church Conference, 4430 St. 


ii it .4, ed he rtrted that ■ - -.VALS'L. lor ■L t ? P0 . l V!^ .>i i t printed. copies and tape reebi 

vr report of the conference F - e> / ows> ^ * nd " even lf ,V* ey in K* of thp es * ays wot,ld 
n; ery o. ed. dl-.torUd, and h,a * 15 unLuthernn to believe made available by the State 

. Your fcitorlal comments that ‘councils and bishops’ mavi the Church Conference, 4430 : 
OU placed In parenthesis crr? ” : l,mt the inference dM .Tames St., Detroit 10. Mich.” 

Utogetber uncalled for . not misunderstand ‘The Form.- 

t reported a controversial is- and Funnt l° n of Scripture” the, 

ne and gave a one sided re- I 8 ®’** documents in -1 myt? T T Tn ''- r P , ' f V 

ur ^ eluded a scholarly analysis of J-o a 

The Michigan correspondent t * le Statement) , c -L^ r f 

ilii.ued ”Jn ail fairness and That while the .Vlssouri Synod i ilC T FGl 

If.ccoiding to the rules of journa- ' s nu * a member of the NCC, 

'c practice you should now H'wie Missiot Board is a -As anticipated pro ai 

the officials of ihe State "full-fledged" member; that If story the fr £ e conj 

Church Conference the th * LUTHERAN LAYMAN v 

anil which you °' communism, why did some 

|. .-voted to ‘smearing’ them " of our men support the NCC in Many who read the S 

_ its charges agninft the contro- rcted what happened at 

\ Cleveland pastor who is a! verslal Air Force manual?”; that cnee in Milwaukee. Man 

h i of the LLL expressed, altll °ugh Synod has not accepted publications outside of £ 

. "i!c«;>c:,t fhsnnnointment": any Bible version as official, why hastinir Missouri Svimds 


» •'decjw.'.t disappointment” any Bible verst 
tlh the report, lie pointed out do iIian y 
but mother Loveland pastor evcn the. cur 
/'1‘rilioiied in the repoi t had not Luthers } 

referred in Dr. Beck’s j»a|>er («u» c |* e 
inadvertently a i a I ci' in TUB sion? ; that it 
LAYMAN) but to Dr. Becker’s whether the w 

l, a p er . Valparaiso Ur 


A California pastor expressed! 
is pleasure with the June l is.* 
ue or THE LAYMAN- “it is! 
definitely growing up in the 


do many of its publications and 
“even the current CPH edition 
of Luther’s Works frequently 
cite the Revised Stnndard Ver- 
sion?”; that it is questionable 
whether the writings by men of 
Valparaiso University included 
fn the book of documents are in 
harmony with Synod's doctrinal 
position; 

That since when is it permissi¬ 
ble for Lutheran theologian:, to 


'ii id of rditing and reporting"—j advocate the evolutionary origin 1 


• ut t on suggested that perhaps 
the viorv on the State of the 
hutch Conference “should-Ji^ve 
really hern twins.” !' 


|of man?; that ”as Jong as Syn-. 
odioal officials refuse td take ac-. 
j lion against those who persist-) 
■ently and publicly attack basic t 


-M-* said he v. i* In general jyioctrinea of the Christian faith 
greement with the reporting on j Mhe work of this conference 
things as the State of UM should continue’ 1 ; that ther<* was 
Much meeting” hut ’’after al nothing “weak” about the thank! 


gre ment with the reporting on 
i “suen th ’tgs as the State of the 
lurch meeting” hut ’’after a 
l w paragraphs (of factual re- 
(.rting) your own opinion began 
ta come through. And then it 
v. is as though you could restrain 


you resolution. 

A Minnesota pastor called the 
LAYMAN story "one of the 


letter from 


ourself no more and you began.') worst pieces of Journalism that 
to throw in peienthetical re-, 1 have ever read.” 

nark* which according to your' - 

lot.' explanation were comments' In a letter from Edgar G. 
the news. It seems to me . . .(> Bundy, general chairman of the 
this mining < :f0 news and*'. Church l/?ague of America, pub- 
|« ditor'al can Only lead to mis-^'. lisliers of News and Views, re- 
• ■ I.- ; ,.i iding and discriminatory^ ‘ questing documentation for the 

'■* half truths and mi-sr^epresenta- 


— - ' lions , he unite: “It so happens 

A •• »uri layman who ol-i that this issue of News and Views' 
ended the State of the Church, .was not written by anyone in 
11 " nference ag eed that the high- - the headquarters of the Church 
' i number of votes tallied on League of America. It was writ- 
:j mlt *’a’l was 147 but. he ten by five pastors and scholars 
nid”! "if i uld be noted that, of the Missouri Synod of the Lu- 
Ihc votes on the various resolu- thcran Church . . 

tionn were not counted hut were ' -— 

111 -"d vilh an overwhelming A Califonva pastor pout ted out 
■ itjority by * ilher a show of that at Ie^s*. three of the books: 


l] THE LUTHJSitiJk LaYMaN. 
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The tree Conference 

^ ; AS anticipated, pro and eon reaction to the i'crunv 
story on the free conference in the June issue of TIJ'i 
ie LUT11 JvRAN LAYMAN was immediate and voluminous. 

In Many who read the story believe it accurately interp- 

> rcted what happened at the h>tat.e of the Church Confer- 
»t ence in Milwaukee. Many commented that siuce several 
d publications outside of Synodical circles liave been 1am- 
iy basting Missouri Synods leaders and educators, it was 
( about time a story was written in a style which enrne to 
n their defense. 

y r 

r . However, others uere critical of the feature story on 

le the grounds that it was interpretive, filled with editorial 
>r comments, and largely inaccurate. 

One popular misconception shuiild be dispelled at the 
| outset—the article was not intended to be a straight news 

story. Newspaper writing is usually divided into three 
categories—news, feature, and editorial. News stones re- 
* port an event in a matter of fact manner, although an in- 
i creasing number of newspapers are resorting to “iuterp- 
retire reimrling.” Feature stories arc more relaxed, al- 
lowing the writer of the story more latitude in the use of - 
).] adjectives, personal opinions, and comments. Kditorials 
lc! represent the considered opinion of the publication and its 
h sponsors. 

The story on the free conference was presented in :t 
manner usually accorded feature stories in THE LAYMAN. 

' Jt had a relaxed style of writing and was topped by th* 
type of headline normally accorded a feature story. 1 
, c did not necessarily represent the editorial opinion of th* 
publishers, anymore than any other feature in the paper 
it —or the judgment exercised in printing or not printing 

any news story for that matter. 

Elsewhere in this issue of THE LAYMAN are excerpts 
from letters received from those who disagreed with tlm 
e treatment aceorded the June story. It should be noted 
the excerpts arc treated in a feature story fashion. 

Pastors and laymen alike are interested and r •im rii 

- ed iu the proper interpretation of the issues ami id:: ilrmr<* 
j which face the church today. Perhaps the molt* ih* 
r S i LLL convention in Witchitu, “By Love Serve On* A 

n other.” is a good basis in which to discuss such com- n. 
h In the final analysis, if the story result*.<1 in . i 

- us taking a good hard look at our relationship to < «l 

s the light of His AVord, it will have accomplished ils yu 

l ”' pose. 

*‘AU things (even feature stories) work toge.th- r ’• r 
, I good to them that love God.” 


1 bar<.s or voire vole. 


mentioned hv the conference 


Concerning the parenthetical had previously been published 
| eoi./T nt: i): the LAYMAN story) -'n English and therefore would 
on resolutions, the Missouri not require translation. 

, layruan suggested that the Brief 'A - 

‘y • i-nt l r rerrgnl7cd in Syn- Anotlier conesiiondent. wrote: 
rl’s co:i titution; that the aril- “Sinde so many conflicting state- 
. cl r r «n4 essays . ,-ferred to do ments have been made with rc- 


dortrinc; 


gard to the State of the Church 


q'thew 18 docs not apply to Conference, each concerned Lu- 
i r 'I ,e doctrine (he cited thcran should evaluate the con- 
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Doctrinal Predicament 
Studied at Conference 

Over 400 pastors, teachers and laymen attended the “State 
of the Church Conference” held in Milwaukee. Wis., May 15 
and 16, to probe some of the basic doctrines of our church. 

Members of the Concordia faculty and student body, Dr. 
Sie£bert W. Becker, associate professor of religion. Dr. Neelak 


S. Tjernagel, associate profes¬ 
sor of history and religion, 
and Donald Gayer, Philip 
Giessler, Gerald Lange and 

Stanley Harre attended the confer¬ 
ence. 

With an essay concerning the 
propriety of a conference which has 
not been officially called by a 
synodical body, Reverend Cameron 
A. Mackenzie of St. Matthew Lu¬ 
theran Church, Detroit, Mich., 
opened the meetings. 

Reverend Mackenzie justified the 
practice "with 'll reference to I)r. 
Martin Luther's "Open Letter to 
the Christian Nobility” and his 
'‘Babylonian Captivity of the 
Church." 

Dr. Becker read a paper on “The 
Inspiration and Inerrancy of Scrip¬ 
ture and Antitheses.". Among the 
subjects discussed were the impor¬ 
tance of the verbal inspiration and 
inerrancy of Scripture as the husis 
of all our certainty, the relation¬ 
ship of the doctrine of inspiration 
to the doctrine of the person of 
Christ and our salvation and fa lse 
definitions of truth and inspiration 
which will (finally^ rob us of ChrisC 

Notable among the many other 
essays presented were “Recent 
Views on Bibliology in the Missouri 
Synod" by Reverend L. W. Faul- 
. stick, Los Angeles, Calif.; “The 
# State of the Church in Respect to 
the Doctrine of the Church and 
Fellowship ■Statement" by Rever¬ 
end Vemtirt li. . Harley, Corpus 
Christi, Tex. and “The State of the 
Church in Respect to the Rrief 
Statement" by Reverend Harold W. 
Romoser of Trinity Lutheran 
Church, Oak Park, Ill. The essays 
will be printed and made available 
at a later date. 


Although an attendance of 200 
had been expected and the meeting 
room in the Schroeder Hotel held 
only 375, over -100 men registered. 
Some 30 states were represented, as < 
well as Japan and the Philippines. 

Concerning the conference, Dr. 
Becker said, "1 got a real boost 
in morale from this association with 
fine Christian gentlemen intent 
upon dcfending-Xhe dpytnnaj, integ- 
rjtjr of our churchJ’ 

Reverend MacKenzie served as 
moderator of the conference. Mr. 
Arthur 0. Kiesgcn, Chicago, served 
as secretary and Mr. Raymond C. 
Raezler, Detroit, was treasurer. 
These men will form part of the 
continuation committee which may 
call another conference in the fall. 

The conference advocated that, 
“the earlj Old Testament patri¬ 
archs knew and believed that there 
is only one God and that He is Tri¬ 
une. Holy Scripture is in all its 
parts and words the revealed Won! • • 
of God, factually precise and infal¬ 
lible. There will be a resurrection 
of the flesh and the soul continues 
its existence after death," and that ’ 
“orthodoxy is attainable in this 
life." 

Other resolutions were those con¬ 
cerned with the Brief Statement, 
the doctrine ’ of excommunication, 
the theology of fellowship, the Na¬ 
tional Council of Churches and Val¬ 
paraiso University. It was also 
resolved that these me morial s 
should be submitted to the^TUGSr 
synodical convention. 

A “Book of Documentation" con-, 
taming a reproduction of articles, 
essays, newspaper clippings and 
similar matter which reveal devia¬ 
tions from Soripture was supplied 
to each registrant. 


Sot., June 10, 1961 


| tetter* | 

Re. Conference. 

Kditor: 

Readers of the May 27th Issue 
of The St. I.«u1k l.uthevm* will 
( hardly recognize the irtifrortanee 
and significance of the aired . 

at the State of the Chu th ;C**n- 
ference, held in Milwaukee on 
May 16 and 17. i 

Contrary to your Vrtirle, the 
moderator allowed every oppor- ( 
tunily for disussion of es.say^ and 
resolutions, even though the heavy 
schedule was crammed into two 
days. 

Since the free conference in¬ 
tended to air issues largely negal-', 
ed, ignived, or procrastinated by 
our educational institutions and 
by Synod officials, the voting and 
essayists were limited to partiei- 
pants ascribed to the purpose of 
iihe Conference. 

Your article omitted resolution 
No. 2: Protest of “exploratory" or 
[speculative teachings. This wiU ( 
ttie very core of the Conference. 

I would be pleased to present 
documentation and tape recordings 
| to laymen, pastors or congrega¬ 
tions interested in heating the 
startling proceedings of the State 
oi the Church Conference. 

Alex F. Barlows 
3220 N. Dakota st. 





Sat., Aug. 5, 1961 
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Synod !§§ne§ Sieporl 
"Free Conference 

Charges against many of the leaders and officials of thejJune issue of News and Views 
Lutheran Church-Missouri Synod, made in a series of essays]"P®*®** toward inciting general 
at the “State of the Church Conference” he’d in Milwaukee dissatisfaction With theological and 
on May 15-16, have been answered in a semi-official evalua- admini £ ,rativP leaders of the Mis- 


frrT r September 2, 1961 


tion of the conference. The report is labeled as “An Inter- * >uri Sy ”° So, " e Jb ir Jfi to ?J 
view Mith L. B. Meyer” and contains an in roductory letter ^ expecled> » ho as he 

from Dr. John W. Behnken, president of the Synod. notes that the material for the Editor: 

The report, written in restrain-!report says, "a widespread ques- magazine was written by live With 


letter# 

‘Cannot Agree’ 


The report, written in restrain-(report says, "a widespread ques- magazine was written by live With all due respect to Dr. L. 

rd tones, was prepared in consul- tioning, and uncertainty, bewilder- pastors and scholars of the Mis- Meyer, I cannot agree with 
tation with Drs. Roland Wiedcr- ment. and perplexity of mind and gourl Synod. h'*> statement: . . H ere has 

aenders and Arthur Nitz, two of soul on the part ol many of our Questions Methods never been an era in the Missouri 

the Synods vice presidents who pastors and laity' in regard to Dr. Leaders of the conference did Synod in which there was a 

attended sessions of the Mil- Martin Scharlemann’s theology of not intend to promote fanaticism g r °atcr unity of doctrine based 
waukee conference as observers, the World.” He reports that of- or dissension, Dr. Meyer reports. on divinely created personal con- 

Dr. Meyer now serves as s pecial ficinls of Synod "do not consider He labels as "open to question” viction than today.” 

consulta nt after 35 years of serv- the matter closed,” and concedes somc ^ the "particular methods "I would urge your reaiers 

ice in top Synodical posts. that recent statements and clari- used” for promoting the welfare study the Rook of Documentation 

Acknowledging that such free fication will not satisfy many 0 f our church. distributed at the State of the 

conferences are pormissable and questioners.^ Dr. SeharJemann is **it is my conviction,” Dr. Meyer Church Conference. . . . 

can serve wholesome purposes, a professor at Concordia Semin- say^ "that there never has been laymen should bo able to Judge 
Dr. Meyer concludes that much ary here. an era^in~th«- Missouri .syno<rT n this documentation for thrmselvcs 

time at the Milwaukee conference i n regnrd to the .statements which (here was a greater unit y without having to depend upon 

"wns devoted to matters which prepared by the seminary facul- 6( doctrine based on divinely official interpretations. When 

were not directly relevant to the Hes, Dr. Meyer reveals that years men write that . . 'he Scrip- 

purposes of the conference ns careful preparation have gone He concedes that there tures themselves are not a revel- 

stntc 1 in the invitational letter. I j n t 0 jhe papers. He stressed that have been tendencies to "move to ation” we know that this >s false 
refer." he said, "to such matters the statements have no official the left and to the right,” but doctrine regardless of an\ official 
as personal attacks on individuals status, and he deplored the fact called for a careful distinction whitewash. If the docurrentntlon 
who had no opportunity to reply, that negative resolutions were between doctrinal aberrations and presented at the State of the 
a highly subjective emotional eva- adopted at the "State of the Church Conference has been d. »• 

luatlon of Bible translations, and Church Conference” on the slate- Among the causes for current- torted or if the News and Vlevii 
a long dissertation on rommu- moots without prior group dis- doctrinal disturbances, he listed scries on the Lutherans confab i 

cussion and study.” the following: a new and unfami- errors of fact, we should be ir< 

Reliable obfiervers said that OnUide Participant's bar terminology, "symptoms of formed of this, 

discussion and voting was limited Tj ie longest section of the eva- intellectuglism alongside of tra- Alex F. Barlows 

to those delegates who first Hmtion. which is set up in the ditionalism, and neo-orthodoxy 3220 N. Dakota St. 

signed a pledge stating "I agree f ovm D f questions and answers, alongside of fundamentalism,” and 

with the intent, purpose, nnd deals with the participation Major: l ^*° Inok of loving solicitude, 

plan of the State of the Church Hdgnr C. Bundy, a Baptist and| *6e final section of the ev- 

Conference.” Invitations to the tfap "..npj. Arncric 3 *'d uat * olt . Dr. Meyer indicates that 

conference were sent out by the p r> Mryer expressed his shnrpe. i .ri man y °f clergy and laity arc 
Itev. Cameron A. MacKenize of criticism at the type of reporting impatient nnd don't want to be 

Detroit, Mich., in behalf of a done in the June 1961 issue of deterred from carrying on the 

group whose history, membership.'N ew* and Views, a 60-page book- work of the Kingdom. 
n.l authority have not I>v>-n di-,i Pf that purports to reveal what In conclusion he lists as the 

, . : is wrong with Missouri Synod, “best bit of counsel,’ "that we 

Three Concerns Lutherans. remember to let God be God for 

Dr. Meyer summarized the Rev. MacKenzie is one of the us and in us and through us.” 
assays in terms of three con- Baders of the Church league in-' 

cents: 1) the doctrine on inspira- America, organized in 1937 by THE ST. LOTUS LUTHERAN 


l . - | Animni, orgt&m/xra m jztoi uy i 

r ,n ;,n 'i Inerrancy of the Scrip-1 layman and pastors of various 
lures,’ the statement ” 1 he Theol- Protestant bodies to combat com-. 


THE ST. LOUIS LUTHERAN 
THE PEOPLE COUNT „ 

Clergy nnd lay members of the Ltttliethn ( it rch- 


ogy of Fellowship” prepared by| mun j smt the trend toward na- 1 ClC iCk^/rLC kzUUIN I *y 

ihe faculties of both seminaries,jtionnl socialism, and left-wing ac-l /'i..-«-, ^ i . * .. . .* . 

• nd "A Statement on the Form, tivities in the church. I\* . members of the I .Ul he IT tl 1 it reb¬ 

ind Function of the Holy Scrip-J "A most questionable form of' fUsaonrx Synod are indebted to Synod’s lend or shin for 
arcs” prepared by the faculty of journalism” is the way Dr. Meyeri issuing an evaluation of the State of the Church Cot icr- 

mcordia Seminary, St. Louis. evaluates the methods employed enc «> which contains a report on the status of various 

i h*>rc seems to be. Dr. Meyer’s j n the particular June issue of controversial issues in Synod. Such a report helps lo Jill 

News and Views. It contains, a near vacuum, a sort of silence that lias been broken 

"m’any direct accusations, indirect; mostly by the noise of critics. Sueli a report, combined 
accusations and innuendoes, he! with more fregueut announcements can on!v help to 

ff* Dr. Meyer ,1k, reports that rtrenRtheI1 confidence ill officials amt leaders. ' 
the magazine "quotes others in 

attacks on synodical officials and V\ e are hardly naive enough to believe that tub i v tin 

professors. The evidence is lack- ^ation will settle issues or satisfy many disputant . Vel 
ing. But the authors have avoided this type of information can become part of an :<e< tinni- 
committing themselves by the de- lnting evidence which tells the public what the issues are* 
vious • device of quoting others and why they arc or are not being resolved, 
without comment.” 

[1 Dr. Meyer concludes that the 
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Meyer Evaluates ‘State 
Of Church’ Meetin 


MILWAUKEE (RMS)—Some of the complaints of 
doctrinal deviation leveled against The Lutheran Church- 
Missouri Synod at a “State of the Church’* conference 
here last May were the result of misunderstanding, ac¬ 
cording to an official evaluation of the meeting made by 
denominational executives. 


she is persistently teaching false 
doctrine,” he stressed. 

Dr. Meyer said there was no 
good reason to question the in¬ 
tegrity of pastors and laymen 
who called the conference, tie 
said, however, that “some of 
the particular methods used foi 
promoting the welfare of our 
Church are definitely open to 
question.” 

He noted also that the con¬ 
ference devoted much time to 
matters which were not directly 


Writing in a pamphlet mailed 
to all Missouri Synod clergymen 
and male teachers, Dr. Law¬ 
rence B. Meyer of the St. Louis 
headquarters staff assured mem¬ 
bers that “the great bulk of 
the Missouri Synod stands four¬ 
square upon the Scriptures and 
the Lutheran Confessions” in its 
preaching. 

Leading Synod theologians 
and teachers in denominational 
colleges and seminaries were ac¬ 
cused of modernist and liberal- 
istic tendencies at the confer¬ 
ence, attended by right wing 
constituents of the 2,469.000 
member church body, which Is 
usually regarded as one of the 
most conservative ol Lutheran 
groups. 

Imperfect Sanctification 

Dr. Meyer said the presence 
of doctrinal aberrations among 
the Synod’s clergy was to be 
expected as “part of our im¬ 
perfect sanctification.” He add¬ 
ed: “God has been good to us 
in that there are not more.” 

However, he drew a distinc¬ 
tion between doctrinal aberra¬ 
tions and heresy, describing the 
'latter as the “persistent ad¬ 
herence to false doctrine.” 

! “I know of no one In our 
Missouri Synod today of whom 
11 would have to say that he dr . 


LUTHERANS CALL MEETING I 1 

ON MODERNISM COMPLAINTS There is growing concern. 

. Pastor MacKenzie said, among* 

MHWAUKEE. April 15 CAP)— foachers and the laity 

A Detroit (Mich.) clergyman f ^ what h{? referrcd t0 
said today a national conference , evMences ^ “modernism, 
of conservative Lutherans will j ne o-orthodoxv or Dseudo-intcHec- 
be held next month to discuss ' tualism” in the Missouri Synod’s 
complaints of modernism and institutions and organizations. 

"The reason for this con ir¬ 


relevant to the purpose of the 
meeting es stated in the invita¬ 
tional letter. 

Personal Attacks 

“I refer to such matters as 
personal attacks on individuals 
who had no opportunity to re¬ 
ply, a highly subjective and 
emotional evaluation of Bible 
translations, and a long disser¬ 
tation on communism,” Dr. 
Meyer declared. 

He said that doctrinal dis¬ 
turbances resulted from various 
factors and that the difference 
was often one of semantics. 

“Many times we talk past 
each other because we do not 
understand the same words in 
the same way,” he observed. 

Record Unity 

“It is my conviction that 
there never has been an era in 
the Missouri Synod in which 
thtre was a greater unity of 
doctrine baaed on divinely cre¬ 
ated personal conviction than 
toda.v. 

“This does not mean there 
is not a tendency to move to 
the left and to the right. Nei¬ 
ther of these tendencies has 
its origin in breaking away from 
the moorings of Scripture alone, 
faith alone and grace alone." 


Lutheran Witness 
JNavember* 28, 1961 



liberalism in the Lutheran 
Church-Missouri Synod. 

The Rev. Cameron A. Mac- 
Kenzic, spokesman for the group 
sponsoring the meeting here 
May 15-16, said the synod’s his¬ 
toric position that the Bible is 
| the inspired and inerrant word 


pace is that, officially, we don’t 
ever seem to come to grips with 
this problem,” he added. 


Official Notices 

Rev. Herman Seyfert , Humboldt. Xan*., luu; 
b<*»*n appointed Counselor of Circuit 1C to re¬ 
place Rev. Woodrow Kurth. Aklew J. Bkvns. 
Presiding, Kansas District. 

T.-mi ty Lutheran Congregation of Crete, III., 

C ersisU In retaining as it;, pastor one who. 

ecause he has suspended f* llowship with The 
Lutheran Church — Missouri Synod, “is not 
eligible to serve member congregations” of 
Synod. Trinity Lutheran Congregation has 
thereby excluded Itself from membership in 
The Lutheran Church — Missouri Synod. The 
Praft.ndium of the Northern Illinois District: 
Theodore Nickel. D. D., President; Caul Abel. 
First Vice-President; JSrwhs Paul. Second 
Vice-President. 

Rev. /t Irin Cordcs, Murdo, S. Dak., has re¬ 
signed from The Lutheran Church — Missouri 
Synod and has thereby declared himself in¬ 
eligible for a call. — Eunm O. Luessxkhop, 
President, South Dakota District. 


31 LOUIS POST-DISPATCH Sun., AprifiiA, w.- 


DEPLORES TREND 
TO LIBERALISM 

Just before other majo“ Pro¬ 
testant denominations v.ore com¬ 
pletely taken over by t 1 e ex¬ 
ponents of modernism and neo- 
orthodoxy, “conservative” o'f c- 
inls frantically issued official de¬ 
nials of any evidence of thr 
logical liberalism within tiioir 
various schools and seminaries 
J. Gresham Machcn and othec 
stalwart defenders of the Christ¬ 
ian faith were ridiculed and re¬ 
ferred to ns “trouble-makers.’’ 
Their documentary evidence of 
modernism within their churches 
was completely swept under the 
rug. Every time they attempted 
J to do something about the rap d 
growth of liberalism they were 
accured of npt Xc’lowing t rno*^ 
procedure. 

The Missouri Sy: od is on : y| 
some 30 years behind theso old-j 
er denominations. The et a’ut- 
tion which you report on i i the 
September LAYMAiN is just a i- 
other of the long list of d tna's. 

History has certainly C< mo,,- 
atrated that Marhen and hi; 
frien ds were corr ect. *tnd > ■ 
lieve that the State or M 
Church meeting in Mllwuke 
.will go down in hLi i , 

| of the last efforts to pi v 
capture of .he Ml.- or . ; nod 
by modernists and pr'* r.* n!s .' 
neo-orthneio/.y. , 

learn from history fs d- tin 1 ,> 
repeat it.” 

Ronald A. rfndl ;jr 
Dearborn, Mich. , I 

disagrees titi. 

DR. 1!. , 

Although a layman shbuld n • 
tat«* be Tore taking issue with 
church officinl, J must vxpcL 
mj total disagreement with pr. 
Lawrence B. Meyer’s statement: 
"It Is my conviction that Here 
never has been an era j'n fhei 
Missouri Synod in which there 
was n greater unity of doctrine 
based on divinely treat d n*r- 
sona! conviction than today.’'. 

All those who have carefully 
rc:\l the “Book of Docume i'a- 
fion” d tributed at the Statu of 
liu> Church Conference In' \lh- 
PCvaukce know that Me'** nr 
| theologian's in our Mir.'ov.rl S; no*! 
who teach that Moses viv .••call/ 
not a monotheist; tnaL mart har. 
evolved from some primary or¬ 
ganism; that the Fible <ontiirs 
errors of fact; that nr..i does 
not have an immortal wu! and 
his flesh will not r'.re from thi 
grave. 

Our officials ,houlu i *ai kl 
face these issues rat \ec than 
continually attempting to ;iv 
us *he Impression '.hat all i. v*ei , 
Adolph Tietj* 
M ’’'n'a f‘hi 




















A Correction •• 

After the I,iate of the Church Conference 
n Milv aukee r'irr to the Recessed Convention 
.f the Synodical Conference, I sent a letter w>.- 
dl pastors of Synod. It contained the follodr- 
nu sentence: "While I do not wish to deal in 
v-rson.dities. I seriously doubt the propriety of 
•ermiHinj! a non-Lutheran (a Baptist) to serve 
is an adviser at a conference of men within our 


hurch" 

«Jbjtction has bn n voiced against the use of 
he woid ‘'adviser,'’ I have been accti.sed of 
inning because I "have not spoken the truth 
iinceming tins matter." Mv sincerity when I tit- 
ended Communion has been questioned. 

In this let me miv that I v as not present at 
he conference I depended on what several 
n v reliable people reported to me. The person 
u whom I referred wav seen silling among the 
|« gates i •. • ,ing to the ib.br¬ 

um. Then, too. one of the members of the 
arper committee of the conference later voi< cd 
iis disapproval of having had this man present. 
Ivcr against this the claim is now made that 
lie Baptist was preset t merely us a press repre- 
«mativc and to deliver copies of News and 
iews. This is a publication of the Church 
eague of America, an organization of laymen 
mil pastors of various Protestant bodies. The 
\sue in question, according to the editor, “was 
vtuten by live pastors and scholars of your 
ivnod." According to the opinion expressed 
•v one of the men who attended the conference, 
i contains very much of the material which' is 
otind in the "Book cf Documcntatton” prepared 


or the conference. 

Since the word "adviser," which I used, has 
ter n interpreted to ne^n that the man in ijues- 
iun hid a part in preparing the program — 
vhich I never intended to say — and since some 
barge me with committing a sin by using the 
rvord. a sin which t ey say makes me ineligible 
o partake of Holy Communion unless 1 admit it, 

herewith wish to withdraw the word "advher. 

I am sorry that the use of it has offended some 


it the brethren. 


John W. Bbhnken 


i 

I 
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_ TBS SPECTATOR _ 

Rcmesor Dafines 
S iberclist Views 

by Lt lcll Llreberger 

“The ultimate end of the true 
liberolist’B approach toward the t 
Bible is til 3 loss of Girist,” stated 
Pev. H. W. Romoser, pastor of 
Trinity Lutheran Church in Oak 
Park. He was speaking to a group | 
of Concordians as he lectured on : 
L/iberalism in the Church la3t Fri- j 
day evening, March 18. i 

Quoting frem the writings of I 
well-known liberalists, Reverend j 
Homoser pointed out that come pro~ 
claim that the Ril le is not God’s 
revolatior, but only a witness to 
Gcd’s Tevciation in Christ. “What 
is the Bihlo if not the grerteft of 
God’s revelations to nan?” was th »> 
lcctu-er’s Quick reply to the quoted 
material. 

In our Lutheran Church there are 
men who write that we should lis¬ 
ten to the world as well ns sieak to 
it; that there a^e two kind3 of re¬ 
ligion, one for the common man and 
one for ths intellectual. The lib- 
eralicta v.ho ao v. rite are “guilty of 
i!loyic nd pc'vr choir-ship,” stated 
"evereud cmcccr. 

“Tb* Icctc.e wra stimulating,” 
.-tnted ona student, “making one 
realize that even in tha Missouri 
Syntd, tharo nre some v.ho try to 
Cnd errors in the Eihle and that we 
should thnnk God constantly for 
true doctr" id ruard against 
those whr ‘clisrgo it.” 




Splits, on SSMSoiiri 

[Synod Kelaiioffflr v 

[ w Men-bom o r Trinity Lutheran 
,Church, Crete IH., have split over 
the queshvn oC suspending frater¬ 
nal relations with ‘he Lutheran 
Church-Miseouri ' y. ->d, according 
to relinVe source*!. 


tD4 you Mitwcr cvUunent 
you Hks eTjrrtnws< : - is t A ■ 

BADOSR LUTURUA f Do. UOU. 1 
wish to express ’ yourself on a 
point or &n in tie f ArHrm >/our 
letter to u Frer< Out Rcadrrs? 
BADG3N. lAJTJTBrZAK, iO'SA 17. 
North At a, Rnorr. ;0(h MiltfOuUe « 
8, Wis. must bo Ayiw >rj 

the writer to be pullished; ]»no- 
ever, if the writer wishes u to 
withhold his name toe \pQl be 
jltid to do so./ 

To the SkCtoris] Committee: 

Many ha re inter; rated 7 our - >viw 
at articles cm th- -j’at;.? of t*rr 
Church con fere tu r drfm e nt 

the dir. trine Wuglit by 14 r. Mrsitgr 
3chnr.<%nijn in hi* enr / • jlb. ar- 
“G^nI Je One” in t: -r As .uat 
198S- UTSlEE&ABi QriA!irr:aLt. 

Appaetrr'.Iy y m euro. fcfi’w-hL 
writiiiyo eontrte fair? d vst -H*. 
Could you klixL, t?.lt vv x-iw tUvr 
yon canal cr r-Sh sfc+otx tmi* as: 

i themselves am 

not o. revel r^iorv” 


Thlle o/Cieials 
of the Northern Ililnds Dtslrict 
have been dealing with oongrega- 
tlon leaders, many cf the members 
have been attending sinter 
churches in the neighborhood. 

Through tlie cooperation of Hopo 
Lutheran Church, Park forest, PL, 
land Nor Jiom Illinois Di. rkt lead¬ 
ers a "spadal school )im been sot 

Trinity 


I up for 8A children o. 

Church end t mo of tl e seven 
I tf achei • who formerly served Trin- 
Uy School. Mr. I* W. Blckd, 
former principal of Trirdly School, 
has be< n Installed as pilndpal of 
Immanuel Lutheran School, in 
Crystal Lake, PI. 

! Membe: j of Hope Church ex¬ 
tended a formal Invitation to 
members of Trinity Church, rtat- 
Ing, *'Vv c nt Hope Church make 
known to the members of Trinity 
Lutheran Chpreh of Crete v lah- 
In* to rr n/Ti wKii the Lutheran 
Churpb-I lisrjouri Sjmod tiiat o’Ur 
idoors ri'.cpen to rny v;lio v.lsh 
to beet; » port of our Cariatlen 
fellow?' 

' . r. '. T. 1 j: • apMM I; 
por' r *>f Trir’ty Church srtil kaf 
tire re..Ty chrrrsd tiie ITwntri 
teyno^- irifh r.rion’^rm p«*f rf A* 


(THABOBM A3 
r^fxr’T*. v .'rr HT . %.»:;> - ■ . >| 

UT£» 21) and ai certai.-*l> • U*, 
beHeved t.’ ^t otbei f.ods nilcV. ■ Ji- 
g. V» tlie confiroaof I* rael" (1... 4’- 
TJL’N Q'J/av^FjLSf pp-. 830 90! 
sound L:‘.oeias I’o^triae, 

Sincerely, 

Rl/JIG F. BAli. . ; J 
I^an'as- Call 
Vslpszaiuo Unlv r iy 
Volparalao, Ird. 

(The shove lelhsr It on-- of roi - 
eral we hove i-.:cLvel ou tiif Lh.t > 
of tlie Church. ccafcr?nc j and c ;t 
iieries of articles. We hrve fonru- 
lated no opinion ou tMx matin’, 
befniua we da not tcUy/fl uc n.:a In 
a pocition to jiuk’v, nre to conde -.w 
We did not In o«r t*r!ea of articJ m 
net out to defend any per-om. b it 
ti do desire to defend the pri 
clple, that a man ant. men uc m 
ta be eon'jpmned with >ut havinj; 

I the of dcfandlng tha.i- 

i It Is I-*’c poaitlon for a 


Decfriisa Hoarhq^ 

• • F.’if’csc?' Mkscvri 
Convention 2 Davs 

St. LOUIS, Mo, 


•In a special 
letter nddres d to the pistors 
and t^ach ts of i he Missouri syn¬ 
od, Dr. John W. Behnken, presi¬ 
dent, urges all delegates'to attend 
an open hearing on doctrinal mat¬ 
ters for the two days prior to the 
opening oi’ the Missouri synod 
convention on Wednesday, June, 
20 at Cleveland, Ohio. The addi- 
tic tal 2 .days is “to insure ample 
tin e for fraternal discuss ! ons.” 

This in effect means that the 1 
10-c’ay convention has r been ex¬ 
tended to 12 days, with the open 
hear.npR scheduled for Monday 
and Tuesday, June 18 aod 19. 

Dr. Behnken’s letter, which is 
dated Feb. 15, tates that the 
open meeting will be conducted 
by the Synodical floor committee 
on intersynodical and doctriml 
matters. The masons for the open 
hearings are stated In the letter 


Tvetfsfrv; er to present facta obje:- 
tlvc^'and coumgtaujly, and whs a 
the ffcttAirlre pm rnted lit t>Rt nat¬ 
ter, when’ l^f*7 are d»y i~e’rd f.*ora 
porsonal prj-ludic^', v-hen' ! u - 
menta nre pmerni-4 by p rr .:.t. in 
' ,'empowrrc-i to do 
XWTEBRA’f win prwmxi'; far. 5 
facts. Uitli that tlmay r. man '•» 
Innocent until prov-d r i’lty, 11 1 
l ever, tf guiim ana J o i.* v n '» 1 - 

I guilt he hi tal? i N r ' e. .— t) 

“Some of the quertion bo. g |- 

4ttked are: Is our synod ;*ill ad-| 
vhering to tSe old path:.? Cod’ 

*3Vord and Luther’s doctrine fire? • 

'ihe Lutheran Ccnfe sic, r’. i 
‘verbal inspiration of Scripture? 
the resurrection c* the dcr.d. m 
ionirm? channels of dactrinr.j c’ir- 
cipline? Resolution of .i'3 
Franri?co conver.tic ? i. " tr 1 ■ 


as follows: many other doc’rir ! tcplc wi : | 

“During tho past, and especial- cor.ie befox V -o 1 v 
ly within recr.it years, numerous fo:m of overtures.” 
doctrinal issues have arisen in; The letter duo states Hx pru- > 
our beloved Rynod which hash s'rve ou*-doctrinal unity i n [. 
caused a dee'' and growing coti-'; if not. tho . most p-r. • i 

: ccm in the I. uts end minds of i to he arhlrvud st fc hc f.’ ve- 
pastors, teach 'S end laity' r.lilce. | L d convent m.” 












New Journal Pledges More'' 149 " TI ~^"» ( L , U ^!P RAM 
Controversy on Doctrine 


Threat of a struggle over doctrinal issues and control 
of Missouri Synod institutions has been issued in a new 
theological journal sent out earlier this week. Sent out free 
of charge to many pastors, teachers, and laymen, the journal 
is entitled ‘’The Faithful Word—A Journal of Doctrine and 
Defense.” 

Published by the Stale of the rant Word which is to be faith¬ 


Church Conference, the journal 
will appear “from time to time,” 


according u» the masthead. “In- 
llml plan* call for four issues a 
your." according to a statement 
in the ‘'Introduction.” Price of the 
magazine is listed at $4 a year. 

The unsigned “Introduction" 
comments fin “the critical hour in 
the history of the Lutheran 
Church" when ihe journal makes 
il* api*cnranee. Reporting on ac¬ 
tion by the Evangelical Lutheran 
Synod and the Wi con sin Evangel¬ 
ical Lutheran Synod in suspend¬ 
ing fraternal relations with the 
Lutheran Church-Missouri Synod, 
the “Iuir^Iuclion’' states, “It re¬ 
mains to lie seen whether this 
movement is Ihe beginning of the 
realignment within Lutheranism 
which many have predicted for 
some lime.” 

The statement continues, “Some 
have urged that all old Missour¬ 
ian-. should now join other synods. 
However. Missouri’s missions, edu¬ 
cational and charitable institu¬ 
tion-. and churches were founded 
amt supported b}- those who be¬ 
lieved and taught without reser¬ 
vation that every word of Scrip¬ 
ture is God’s revealed and iner- 


THE FAITHFUL WORD i 

will he published four times 
a year, and is available from I 
the — 

Stale of the Church Conference 

4130 St. .la-ms v Detroit 10. Mich, 
j Subscription rate In St.00 a year, 
pu.) able in advance. 

THE FAITHFUL WORD in- 
I (cuds to publish articles 
I which represent the highest 
! type of conservative Lu- 
{ the>fm scholarship, m lang- 
I nape intelligible to all 
thoughtful raulrrs, not only 
t ie professional theologian, 
hut especially the layman. 

Issue No. l contains essays 
on The Stale of the Church, 
by C. A. MacKenzie, The In¬ 
spiration and Inerrancy of 
Scripture by Siegbert Becker, 
The Doctrine of Scripture 
and Recent Views of Bibli¬ 
ology by Lawrence Faulstick, 
The Slate of the Church in 
Respect to the Brief State¬ 
ment by Harold Romoser, and 
A False AOnrnt, Brethren! Go 
Back to Sleep! by R. H. 
Goetjen, and other material. 


fully followed in doctrine and 
practice. The participants in the 
State of the Church Conference 
in Milwaukee gave indication of' 
their unwillingness to forfeit them! 
without a spirited struggle." 

Contents of Journal 

Major portion of the journal is 
filled with the text of four papers 
delivered at the State of the 
Church Conference held in Mil¬ 
waukee on May 15 and 16, 1961, 
and the resolutions adopted at 
the sessions. The 68-page first 
issue also carries an article en¬ 
titled “False Alarm, Brethren! Go 
Back to Sleep! An Appraisal of 
‘An Evaluation of the State of 
the Church Conference by Dr. L. 
B. Meyer’.” The article, written 
by the Rev. R. H. Goetjen, Coos 
Bay, Oregon, lists 29 questions 
and answers sharply critical of 
Dr. Meyer’s evaluation. 

In a final question regarding 
financial support to the Missouri 
Synod under present circum¬ 
stances, the writer suggests that 
the “greatest mission of our gen¬ 
eration" may be "contending foi, 
the faith.” He solicits financial 
support for such activity and 
suggests that funds be collected 
for the Missouri Synod but held 
in trust until officials take “def¬ 
inite action” on those allegedly in 
error. 

Which Radge ? 

Other questions range over con¬ 
cern about the kind of badge Dr. 
Meyer wore at the Milwaukee 
meeting to estimates on the num¬ 
ber of Missouri Synod pastors 
“that have been led astray by 
this new theology.” Rev. Goetjen 
labels “as one of the most fan¬ 
tastic statements ever made by 
one of our clergymen” the com¬ 
ment in which Dr. Meyer says “It 
is my conviction that there never 
has been an era in the Missouri 
Synod in which there was a 
-i greater unity of doctrine based on 
<divinely created personal convic¬ 
tion than today.” 

i Some of the answers cite state¬ 
ments from clergymen who are 
!not identified. The “Introduc¬ 
tion” says “A subsequent issue of 
THE FAITHFUL WORD will list 
its staff of contributors and for¬ 
eign correspondents.” An accom¬ 
panying letter which solicits sub¬ 
scriptions is signed by the Rev. 
Cameron A. MacKenzie of Detroit 
for the editorial cofnmittee. 


TIME TO STOP 

The fact that this issue of The St. Louis Lutheran 
carries a story (page 2) about some of the more un¬ 
pleasant aspects of the controversies that continue to 
agitate the Lutheran Church - Missouri Synod is no in¬ 
dication that we have decided to become a part of the 
ongoing strife or that vve want to exploit this sort of 
news for readership. Yet the membership at every level 
should be given an accurate picture of developments as 
they occur and the material on which sane judgement 
can be based. 

It becomes apparent that the new journal which has 
just been launched does not intend to present such factual 
and impartial information. One of the first observations 
the llev. R. H. Goetjen makes in his appraisal of Dr. L. 

B. Meyer's “Evaluation of the State of the Church Con¬ 
ference and the Documentation” is this: “Dr. L. B. Meyer 
was seen wearing the badge of a full member of the Con¬ 
ference, issued only to those who indicated they were n 
full agreement with the purposes of the conference, t 
was a surprise then to read what Dr. J. W. Behnken, n 
his introductory letter to Dr. Meyer’s Evaluation write*: 
‘Dr. L. B. Meyer attended all meetings as an unoffici; 1 
observer and press representative.’ ” 

This type of reporting and insinuation is ridicnlom 1 
and sinful, if the writer was sincerely interested in tie- i 
termining Dr. Meyer's status why didn't he simply de¬ 
termine this fact by examining the cards on which “dele¬ 
gates” were asked to sign their support. Or would he con¬ 
clude that every man who dons a policeman’s hat auto¬ 
matically becomes a policeman? 

Our greatest concern, however, is for welfare of the 
church, the Body of Christ. For years the responsible 
officials of the Missouri Synod have been dealing with the 
issues in controversy. Recently a full report was releasee 
regarding their findings and a statement outlines precise¬ 
ly how issues were resolved. 

Obviously members of the Synod have a right to disa¬ 
gree with the conclusions. But if our concern is properl} 
for true Scriptural doctrine and the welfare of the church 
then the next step should be express our disagreement: 
to the officials rather than to confuse the members oi 1 
the church at large and arouse bitter feelings among us 

These are times when all of us should remember tha j 
our aim should not be to insist on our views and wishe: 
but that God the Holy Spirit should be heard and tha 
His rule should be supreme and complete. 
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STATE OF THE CHURCH CONFERENCE 




REGISTRATION CARD 

TO THE INVITATIONAL COMMITTEE: 

ATTENTION: Mr. R. C. Raczler, 909 Fox Building, Detroit 1, Michigan 

“Because I believe without reservation or equivocation that the Holy Scripture is the 
revealed, inerrant Word of God in all it* parts and words, and that the Book of Concord 
of 1580 and the Brief Statement of the Doctrinal Position of the Lutheran Church - 
Missouri Synod (1932) ore, according to the common meaning and understanding of 
their words, faithful and correct presentations (expositions) of the doctrine of Holy 
Writ; and because I am concerned that my Synod shall teach and practice according to 
(in harmony with) these standards, I agree with the intent, purpose, and plan of the 
State of the Church Conference, which will be held, D. v., In Milwaukee, Wis., May 15 
and 16. 1961. ’ yT 

Signed , ^ C .J.. 

Address lr> / . City ST* />Cw*S . T3 state Mc : _ 


Status 


: I am a ( ) Layman; ( ) Teacher; Pastor; ( ) Professor 


District 


1 plan to attend $5.00 Registration Fee Enclosed _ 

' ) 1 cannot attend but agree m taio. am enclosing a contribution for $ S’ m _ Ftf 

MAKE CHECK PAYABLE TO — MR. R. C. RAEZLKR, TREASURER ***, 


1 

Lutheran Center 
Elects Daniel 

i The Rev. Theodore Daniel, pastor of the Outer Drive 
. Faith Lutheran Church, is the unanimoua choice for excc- 

- utive director of the Detroit Lutheran Center, according to 

- an announcement by the Center’s Board of Governor*. 


i Mr. Daniel, who turned down 

- a call last month to be pastor 
of the downtown untvwvtty 

r Immanuel Lutheran Church of 
] Valparaiso, Ind., says he haa 
_ not made a <1e- 
* cislon b u is 

tcrested*' in the 

’ new position. Sr Jw 

1 He has been 
' chairman of a 
committee 
: s t u d y ing the tf'-yfofPp 
‘ functions of ■ 

the center, a 
voluntary Mr. Daniel 
agency at 2932 Gratiot that 
seeks to correlate the work of 
four Detroil-area circuits of 
the Lutheran Church—Missouri 
’ Synod, as well as a few 
[ parishes of several other small 
1 conservative Lutheran synods. 
s I 

i The current executive secre- 

- tary of the center, Arthur 
i Brandt, according to Mr. 
z Daniel, will continue a* busi¬ 
ness manager. 


THE “CENTRALIZATION’* 
is designed to eliminate com¬ 
petition and duplication be¬ 
tween the Synod’s local cir¬ 
cuits, as well ms with other 
Lutherans and member 
churches of the Detroit Council 
of Churches according to Mr. 
i Daniel. 

It Is expected the local Mis¬ 
souri Synod Lutherans, whose 
denomination does not belong 
to the National Council of 
Churches, may move closer to 
participating In the Detroit 
Council of Churches, one ob¬ 
serves believes. A Missouri 
Synod urban planner, Lawrence 
Kirsten, is already on the full¬ 
time staff of the Detroit Coun¬ 
cil of Churches. 

The move would also create 
a United Fund approach to 
financing the Synod'a local 
work, formerly done by each 
circuit conducting its own cam¬ 
paign, according to Mr. Daniel. 
It would also give the church 
one spokesman, he said. 


* OBJECTS TO < 
i PLAYWRIGHT 

r It was with som« Aii.u. of 
. 1 ihock that I rend in THE LUT. 
, * BRAN LAYMAN of Jan. 1st tli 

- Langxton Hughes* "BLAC 
» NATIVITY" was to be present 

at Valparaiso Memorial Chai; 
r cm Jan. 7. 

It would be JnteresUug to pu 
Hsli I Kingston Hughes’ lnfaino 
blasphemous poem "GOOD-BY 
CHRIST" side by side with th 
announcement We might nd I i 
an addition his "PUT ANOTBE 
S IN THE USA AND MAKE I 

the united states o 

5 SOVIET AMERICA." 

* Hughes was a card carryln 

- communist and belonged to mar 

* communist fronts. This put him I 
a position that he is hardly « f 

t person to write materials fu 
? Lutheran students. He may hcv 

* wrItt * n many good things, bu 
t mere mention of hU name v 
> minds many of his blasphemy 
*1 What ar * we Lutherans he9dim 
4 tori 

* Rev, A. H. Schmidt 

e Eagle Rock 

t ’ Lutheran Church 

* Los Angele«, Cull/ . 
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THE REVISED STANDARD VERSION OF THE BIBLE 




Action on a District Convention Resolution 


A mol ion referred lo Moor C'om- 
niiftec No. 5 read as follows: 

" I hal the leaders of our Disiriel 
study the various Bible translations, 
evaluate these versions and maki> the 
neeevsary recummendaitions to our 
District regarding these translations.” 

I he committee offered the follow¬ 
ing substitute motion w h i c h was 
adopted: 

"Will Rl AS. it has always been 
Ihc polio} of Synod never lo designate 
any specific translation of the Bible 
as iis oflieial one; and 

Will: KI'AS there have been re¬ 
pealed requests from the laity for 
clarilieation and evaluation of exist¬ 
ing Bible translations; therefore 
HI I I RESOLVED that we concur 
with Synod’s policy, and 

Ul: IT RJRTHF.R RESOLVED 
that the Boaril of Directors through 
its Committee of Education study and 
evaluate the various versions and 
share their findings with the District 
through the pages of the MINNE¬ 
SOTA LUTHERAN.” (District Pro 
ceedings. Page 65) 

I he subcommittee of the Commit¬ 
tee ol Education, which prepared the 
sliuly. consisted of Pastors Arnold 
( loe»er. Arthur Drevlow anil Martin 
I ieske. Their report is herewith sub¬ 
mitted through the Board of Directors 
in the MINNESOTA LUTHERAN 
according to the convention resolu¬ 
tion. 

Evaluation of Bible Translations 

Since this resolution docs not spec¬ 
ify the versions which are to be evalu¬ 
ated. and since the Authorized, or 
King James version, has been used 
in oui circles for many years, anil its 
imperfections, especially its use of 
some obsolete terms arc already gen¬ 
erally known, it is reasonable to as¬ 
sume that the intent of the District 
Resolution concerns itself with the 
Revised Standard Version a n d the 
New English Bible. Your committee 
will limit itself accordingly. 

The readers no doubt realize that 
the publication of these versions of the 
Bible have occasioned world-wide 
comment and controversy. A Presby¬ 
terian scholar has written. “Every 
lover of the Bible must deplore the 
fact that the appearance of a version 
(RSV) ‘of the Bible’ should become 
the occasion of such controversy 

1 2 


throughout American Protestantism.' ” 
(O. T. Allis. "Revised Version or Re¬ 
vised Bible” Philadelphia: Presbyter¬ 
ian and Reformed Publishing C'o. p. 
iii) 

One of the reasons why the RSV 
has caused strife in Protestantism is 
the fact " (hat it is not merely a mod¬ 
ern translation but a mo dernist trans- 
lation. ” (O. T. Allis, p. 6) Shortly 
after its appearance our Concordia 
Sunday School Teacher’s Quarterly 
observed. " It is wel l known t hat the 
revisers belong to the liberal scho ol 
i)l~ theology . . . . Conservative Chris- 
tians who believe in the inspiration 
of the Scriptures and accept all of its 
teachings as C iod’s revealed truth, 
have a right to he suspicious of lib¬ 
erals who deny some of the basic 
truths of revejation.” Our Saviour has 
told us that if we know a tree we will 
know something of its fruits. The 
men who did the revising are em¬ 
inent scholars, but it is a matter of 
regret that they represent a liberal 
course in theological thinking. 

One of their number has admitted. 
‘* A real translation is in the main an 
i nterpretation ." (James MolTatt. "The 
Bible,” Harper Bros., New York and 
I ondon p. vii) Thus the RSV. for ex¬ 
ample “interprets.” Ps. 5 1: 18, "Rebuild 
the walls of Jerusalem.’* By changing 
“build” to “rebuild” this Psalm is tak¬ 
en away from David and placed 
where modernistic theology wants it: 
In the exile or after it. When you note 
how o n c of the translators writes 
about “the harmful doctrine of verbal 
inspirati on" which he considers “sim¬ 
ply an impo ssible do ctrin e’’ (J. Brew¬ 
er, "The Authority Of The Old Testa¬ 
ment” pp. 1-9: The Journal of ReJi- 
gion. Jan.. 1936, pp. 1-2). you begin lo 
understand whs one of our fathers 
wrote: “All the ologians who deny the 
substifution.il v i tsi.iction of Chr ist 
mill the inspiration ol Scriptures are 
according to C iod’s order ex cluded 
Iro m the leaching oflic e of the Chris- 
l i.m Church, so all such t heolog ians 
should realize tTiat t hey have n o ca ll 

i d tnn.sl.iic the'.Scriptures." 7l ? . Piepcr, 
Christian Dogmatics, CP. H.. St. 

I ouis 1. p. 449) 

The RSV has created artificial con ¬ 
tradictions between Old Testament 
passages and New Testament quota¬ 
tions. For instance, let’s take Gal. 3: 
16: “He doe* not say, ‘and to descen¬ 


dants’ in the plural, hut in the singu¬ 
lar. ‘and to your descendant’ which is 
Christ." (Beck, Galatians) Paul is 
quoting Gen. 22: IS. However, the 
RSV translates this passage: "By your 
descendants shall all the nations ol 
the earth bless themselves.” I he pas¬ 
sive" translation “he blessed" is the 
only one which is in harmony with 
both the life of Abraham and later 
Biblical history. This translatioir 
brings out the essential and beautiful 
harmony between the OKI Testament 
and the New Testament. Why change 
it? 

At Christmas time we hear the com¬ 
forting sentence, “Out of thee shall 
He come forth . .. whose goings forth 
have been from of old, from ever¬ 
lasting.” The RSV translates this pas¬ 
sage (Micah 5:2): “Whose going is 
from old, from ancient days.” The 
RSV thus assigns to the Eternal One 
an origin in lime, however the sec¬ 
ond Person of the Holy Trinity was 
never created; He Himself is the 
('realor. 

In Jeremiah 23:6 we read: “This is 
His name whereby Ho shall be called: 
The Lord. Our Righteousness.” The 
RSV adds “is" and thus takes away 
the name “Lord” Irom the Messiah. 
In Prov. 8:22 we are told: “The Lord 
possessed me in the beginning of His 
way.” According to RSV.. “The Lord 
created me in the beginning of His 
work.” Gen. 49:10 speaks of the com¬ 
ing of the Man of Peace. However, 
the RSV changes this "to whom it 
belongs,” which doesn't mean much. 
The second Psalm speaks of God’s 
Son as the Messiah (v. 12) who will 
win a victory over His enemies anil 
rule as an everlasting King: then we 
arc told to “kiss the Son.” The RSV 
has. “with trembling, kiss His feet.” 

There arc many faulty translations 
in the Old Testament. Sometimes you 
find the label, “Cn”. which means that 
the translators lielievc they have elim¬ 
inated an error. These many “correc¬ 
tions” of the Old Testament text have 
made the RSV Old Testament so un¬ 
reliable that the American Bible So¬ 
ciety h;i> urged translators all over 
the world to go by the RSV Old 
Testament for their work, b u t to 
check with the American Standard 
Version. (E. Nida, “The Bible Trans¬ 
lator”. Jan., 1957. pp. 15-16. similarly 
the issue of April, 1961) Dr. O. T. 
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Allis, a Presbyterian scholar, con¬ 
cludes his critique of the RSV Old 
Testament by saying: "The evidence 
speaks for itself. It shows that the 
RSV differs from the Authorized Ver¬ 
sion in one all-important respect: It 
is not a faithful rendering of tfie~ 
original. " (d>: T. Allis, Revised Ver- 
sion . . . p. 60) 

But what about the New English 
Bible (NEB) New Testament? Since 
the NEB has received much favorable 
comment as being fresh and lively in 
its diction, thus making very easy 
reading, we must also concern our¬ 
selves with its possible acceptance. 
Just a few references will suffice. Does 
the NEB really simplify the language? 
We refer you to Hebrews 1:12: “When 
in former times God spoke to our 
forefathers, He spoke in fragmentary 
and varied fashion through the pro¬ 
phets. But in this final age He has 
spoken to us in the Son. . . . Who is 
the effulgence of God’s splendour 
...” Is that the language we speak? 

However our chief concern must 
be as to its doctrinal correctness . We 
would certainly not svant the church 
to operate with such unlimited license 
as would be granted to it in the trans¬ 
lation of Matthew 18:18: “I tell you 
this: Whatever you forbid on earth 
shall be forbidden in heaven, and 
whatever you allow on earth shall be 
allowed in heaven.” With this passage 
most any corruption could be justi¬ 
fied, if the church decided to allow 
it, whereby God’s judgment would be 
nullified. 

Could we, as heirs of the Reforma¬ 
tion, be favorably disposed toward 

the teaching that Jesus conferred pri¬ 


macy in the church to Peter, as we 
would be obligated to concede on the 
basis of the NEB translation of Matt. 
16:18: "And I say to you: You are 
Peter, the Rock; and on this rock I 
will build my church, and the forces 
of death shall never over-power it.” 

There has been an obvious increase 
in our circles of the use of the RSV; 
capital is made of the fact that “it 
has always been the policy of Synod 
never to designate any specific trans¬ 
lation of the Bible as its official one.” 
This statement may, theoretically, be 
true, since no such resolution can be 
found in our Proceedings. But is this 
not a fallacious argument from “si¬ 
lence"? There never was a need for 
Synod adopting a translation as its 
official one, because in the transition 
from German to English, we, in prac¬ 
tice adopted the King James Version. 
Your committee inclines to the advice 
expressed in the 1951-1952 CPH Cat¬ 
alog. page 606: “It (RSV) may be 
used for comparison purposes, es¬ 
pecially by those not familiar with 
the original languages. Care must be 
exercised, however, in its use. ” Still 
worthy of consideration is the advice 
of President Behnken: "We have been 
informed that it (RSV) is very excel¬ 
lent in many parts; however, also that 
it has some parts which are modern¬ 
istic . Hence we should be cautious in 
its use. Let us use it in our private 
study of the Word and compare it 
with the Authorized Version and with 
Luther’s translation, but let us not 
make use of it in our pulpits . It will 
confuse our people if one pastor uses 
it and another does not ..." (Letter 
of Nov. 20, 1952) + - * 






- 
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V. OUR BIBLE 1033 

By “our Bible” we mean the Bible of the Christian Church. The 
RSV is not that. We have searched through more than a hundred 
volumes written by the translators of the RSV in order to find evi¬ 
dence of a Christian faith, and we have found a hard creed, as uni¬ 
form and clear-cut as the Apostles’ Creed, but denying all of it. For 
the first time in history men who reject Christ, the God-man who 

saves us from sin, have given us an “authorized version.” A statements 
of Weigle, the chairman of the translators, was set in large print over 
two pages of Collier’s Magazine:(41) “WE HAVEN’T BEEN CHANG-.j 
ING THE BIBLE.” They have only done their best to make our Bible 
a modernist book. R. C. Foster says, “The Revised Standard Version 
is frankly Unitarian.”(16) 

Some supporters of the RSV are saying, “Let us improve the 
RSV.” That has been tried. By Weigle’s request our Seminary facul¬ 
ty in St. Louis submitted a list of suggested changes, particularly of 
doctrinal passages, for the 1952 edition. With some very insignifi¬ 
cant exceptions these improvements were rejected. Dr. Buswell, a 
fine Presbyterian scholar of the Greek New Testament, complains 
that the same thing happened to his suggestions: “Not one of the . 
above criticisms was given consideration, and not one of the passages Gi 
in which doctrinal bias was showm to be evident has been cor- A) 
rected.”(12) We have the statement of one of the translators that the * 
committee was not even called together, but that Weigle perhaps met 
with some men in the east, and they disposed of the matter. It is 
naive to hope for improvement of the RSV. 

The RSV comes from the National Council of Churches, which, 
aiming to be the Protestant voice in America, has captured the leader¬ 
ship of most Protestant churches. Now it has taken over the Bible. 

Its Division of Christian Education holds the copyright and receives 
royalties from the new Bible. Everytime you buy an RSV or sell it to 
others you are helping the National Council of Churches. This is a 
pretty picture: The message of salvation is from now' on to come in 
a Bible the proceeds from which go to support a group which is busy 
denying the truths by which we are saved. 

As the Preface explains, the NCC holds the copyright in order 
to prevent tampering with the text (iv). The translators state em¬ 
phatically that “there is no place for theology in Bible transla¬ 
tion.”^) We might welcome that principle especially since it is the 
modernist who with an unscholarly twist of mind insists on altering 
the text and its meaning in order to make it fit his theology. But we 
must distinquish betw'een extrinsic and intrinsic theology. No the¬ 
ology, modernist or orthodox, if it is extrinsic to the text, should 
shape that text. But theology that is intrinsic to the Bible text is 
as much a part of it as the subject and verb of a sentence and must be 
expressed in a translation. The RSV translators cry, “No theology!” 
and then in Ps. 51:18 change “build” to “rebuild” so that it reads, 
“Rebuild the walls of Jerusalem.” in that way taking the Psalm away 
from David as its author and placing it where modernist theology 
'wants it: in the exile or after it. In our conflict with modernists we 
find their cry of “theological perversion,” like the cry of “aggression” 
by communists, to be a poor smokescreen by which they try to halt 
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Of Valparaiso University 


Valparaiso, Indiana, Thursday. March 2*). t»62 



Synod leaders: (l-r) l)r. George Wittmcr, I)r. Oliver Haims. Synod 
president Dr. John Bchnkcn. Dr. O. P. Kretzmann and Rev. Arthur Nit/:. 

— Photo by Schmidt 

Synod Visits Valpo; 
Harms Honored 


A four-member delegation of the Lutheran Church-Missouri 
Synod visited the campus Monday and Tuesday to meet with 


the university administration ; 
visit several religion classes, rc- 
1 Milled Prof. Paul Bretseher, Re¬ 
ligion Department chairman. 

Accompanying Dr. John Bchn¬ 
kcn, president, were Vice-Presi¬ 
dents Dr. Oliver Harms, St. Louis, 
Mo., the Rev. George Wittmcr, St. 
Louis, and the Rev. Arthur Nit/., 
San Francisco. Calif. 

Free Discussion 

“The visit of the praesidium pro¬ 
vided an opportunity for free dis¬ 
cussion of the identification of the 
University with the Lutheran 
Church-Missouri Synod and of 
problems common both to the 
Synod and the University,” stated 
Prof. Bretseher. 


nd Religion Department and to 

"Dr. Behnkcn urged that the 
University remain Lutheran in 
every respect in its loyalty to 
scripture and to the historical Lu¬ 
theran confessions, an objective 
with which the university fully 
concurs.” 

Prof. Bretseher said that Dr. 
Behnkcn asked whether the Reli¬ 
gion Department considers scrip¬ 
ture the authority of God. 

“The religion de|>artmont staff 
generally agreed that although this 
is not repeatedly said, it considers 
the scripture, as such, authorita¬ 
tive. The importance of the mes¬ 
sage, the Law-Gospel content, cov¬ 
ers a conviction which no mere 
formal reaffirmation of the truth 
of Scripture in inspiration can 
convey.” 


Cleveland Conferences C' 

The guests also gave willing ami 
clear answers to questions con¬ 
cerning syn<id affairs and the com¬ 
ing conference of the synod in 
Cleveland this Juno, he reported. 

In addition to two extensive 
meetings with the administration 
and department of religion, the 
visitors attended a number of re¬ 
ligion classes Monday afternoon 
and Tuesday morning. 

Dr. fU'hnkcn notial I hat Presi¬ 
dent Kretzmann had invited him 
to pay this kind of visit to the cam¬ 
pus for several yours, lie added 
that both he ami the praesidium 
have supports] the university 
through th“ years. 

In the concluding meeting, Dr. 
Behaken expressed the hofM» that 
the religion department staff might 
benefit from future visits—if not 
next year, then every oilier year. 

Commenting on the Synod con¬ 
vention to Im> held in Cleveland in 
June. Prof. Bretseher said that 
representatives from Valpo will at¬ 
tend the two-day preliminary open 
hearing on doctrinal matters. 
Only statements made in the Book 
of Reports and Memorials will he 
discussed. 

Tile book, to !m’ sent to all dele¬ 
gates eight weeks before the con¬ 
ference. will contain statements 
concerning Synod doctrine. Those 
are submitted hv Synod groups. 

qnmtmn our Touchings 

According to Professor Bret- 
scher, Valpo’s representatives will 
have an opportunity to respond to 
an> supporters of me morials spe¬ 
cifically questioning the teaching 
of religion at Valpo. 

While on campus. Dr. Harms 
was made an honorary alumnus of 
the university. 

Mark Young, director of Alumni 
Affairs, who presented the plaeque 
to Harms at the Chapel service 
Tuesday, commendid him for his 
consistant service to the Univer¬ 
sity as a liaison lietwocn the Uni¬ 
versity board of directors and the 
Synod board of directors. 
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MEMBER DENOMINATIONS 

African Methodist Episcopal Church 

African Methodist Episcopal Zion Church 

American Baptist Convention 

American Evangelical Lutheran Church 

Armenian Church of America, Diocese of 
(including Diocese of California) 

Aucustana Evancelical Lutheran Church 

Mb «• 

Christian Churches, International Convention 

(Disciples of Christ) 

Christian Methodist Episcopal Church 

Church of the Brethren 

The Evancelical United Brethren Church 

Five Years Meetinc of Friends 

Creek Archdiocese ok North and South America 

Hungarian Reformed Church in America 

The Methodist Church 

The Moravian Church in America 

National Baptist Convention of America 

National Baptist Convention, U.S.A., Inc. 

Philadelphia Yearly Meeting of the 
Relicious Society of Friends 

Polish National Catholic Church of America 

Presbyterian Church in the United States 

Protestant Episcopal Church 

Reformed Church in America 

Romanian Orthodox Episcopate of America 

Russian Orthodox Creek Catholic Church 

of America 

Serbian Eastern Orthodox Church 

Seventh Day Baptist General Conference 

Syrian Antiochian Orthodox Church 

Syrian (Orthodox) Church of Antioch 

Ukrainian Orthodox Church of America 

United Church of Christ, 
Evangelical and Reformed Church 
General Council of the Congregational 
Christian Churches 

The United L utheran Church in America 
United Presbyterian Church in the USA 
Unity of the Brethren 


FOREWORD 

The National Council of the Churches of Christ in 
the United States of America came into official exist¬ 
ence on November 29, 1950, at a Constituting Conven¬ 
tion in Cleveland, Ohio. At this convention a Constitu¬ 
tion and General Bylaws were adopted as a basis for 
the operations of the Council until such time as they 
might be amended out of operating ex[>criencc. These 
documents had been drafted by a planning committee 
composed ol representatives of the agencies which were 
to form the National Council. This committee bad done 
its work over a period of approximately ten years. 

Although the Constitution and General Bylaws had 
been prepared by the representatives of the merging 
agencies through the planning committee, it was recog¬ 
nized at the Constituting Convention that the organiza¬ 
tion was a council of churches. Provision was therefore 
made for a committee on Appraisal of Programs and 
Budgets, in order that the work of the planning com¬ 
mittee might have careful scrutiny on behalf of the 
member denominations. 

This Appraisal Committee inevitably found itself in¬ 
volved in a study not only of program and budgets, but 
also structures and procedures. The report of this com¬ 
mittee to the Second General Assembly at Denver, Colo¬ 
rado, December 9-12. 1952. pointed up a series of struc¬ 
tural problems which needed study, and recommended 
the appointment of a Committee on Study and Adjust¬ 
ment to make such studies and report its conclusions to 
the General Board. 

During the second biennium the services of experi¬ 
enced consultants were secured and numerous changes 
in structure were recommended to the General Board 
by the Study and Adjustment Committee on the basis 
of their findings. 

As actions were taken by the General Board approv¬ 
ing these recommendations, the Constitution anil By¬ 
laws Committee was requested to draft for the Gen¬ 
eral Board appropriate amendments to the Constitution 
and General Bylaws which would put them officially 
into effect. The reports of the Committee on Study and 
Adjustment, and the General Board regarding changes 
in structures and procedures and the Board’s recom¬ 
mendations for amendments to the Constitution and By¬ 
laws Committee were brought to the Third General 
Assembly which was held at Boston, Massachusetts, 
November 29—Decemlicr 3, 1954. 

Further developments in the organization and work 
of the Council made it necessary to approve additional 
amendments to the Constitution and General Bylaws at 
the Fourth General Assembly held in St. Louis, Mis¬ 
souri, December 1-6, 1957, and the Fifth General As¬ 
sembly held in San Francisco, California. December 
4-9, 1960. ’Hie Constitution and General Bylaws as 
printed on the following pages incorporate the amend¬ 
ments approved by the Fifth General Assembly. 

represent a t ivc of each of t h e churches which 
joined in the f ormat i on of the Council at Cleveland. 
Ohio, sign ed the Preamble on b eh alf of his church, at¬ 
testing to the basic faith set forth in this Preamble. The 
membership of the Council is open to alt churches 
which declare their acceptance of this faith, as stated 
in the Preamble of the Constitution, if approved by a 
two-thirds vote of the communions represented and vot¬ 
ing at any regular meeting of the General Assembly. 

Roy G. Ross, general secretary 
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Constitution and General Bylaws 

CONSTITUTION 

of the NATIONAL COUNCIL of the CHURCHES OF CHRIST in the United States of America 


Preamble 

In the Providence of God, the time has come when it 
seems fitting more fully to manifest oneness in Testis Christ 
as Divine Lo rd and Sa vior W the crea tion of an inclusive 
co-operative agency of the Christian churches of the United 
States of America to continue and extend the following 
general agencies of the churches and to combine all their 
interests and functions: 

Fc deral Council of the Churches of Christ in America 
Foreign Missions Conference of North America 
Home Missions Council of North America 
International Council of Religious Education 
Missionary Education Movement of the United States 
and Canada 

National Protestant Council on Higher Education 
United Council of Church Women 
United Stewardship Council 

Article I— Organization and Name 
There shall be an organization which shall lie called NA¬ 
TIONAL COUNCIL OF THE CHURCHES OF CHRIST 
IN THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, hereinafter 
referred to as "the Council.” 

Article II— Objects 

The objects of the Council arc: 

1. T° manifest the common spirit and puqiosc of the co¬ 
o per atin g churches in carrying out their mission in the 
world . 

2. To do for the churches such co-operative work as they 
authorize the Council to carry on in their behalf. 

3. To continue and extend the work of the interdenomi¬ 
national agencies named in the Preamble of the Con¬ 
stitution, together with such additional objects and 
purposes as the churches through their representa¬ 
tives in the Council from time to time agree upon. 

4. To encourage study of the Bible and to assist in the 
s pread of t he Christian religion . 

5. To encourage fellows hip a nd mutual counsel concern ¬ 
i ng the spiritual life and religi ous activities of the 
churches. 

6. To foster anil encourage co-operation among the 
churches for the purposes set forth in this Constitu¬ 
tion. 

7. To promote co-operation among local churches and to 
further in communities, states, or larger territorial units 
the development of councils of churches and councils 
of church women, in agreement with the Preamble of 
this Constitution. 

8. To establish consultative relationships with national 
councils of churches in other countries of North 
America. 

9. To maintain fellowship and co-operation with similar 
councils in other areas of the world. 


10. To maintain fellowship and co-operation wit i <!. • 
Worid Council of Churches and with < her int* na¬ 
tional Christian organizations. 

Article III— Membership 

1. Communions which ac ce pt the objects a nd pn. osc 
this Council, as set forth in t his Preambl e anil Co.: 
sl'tntion. arc eligible to me mbersbi i> in the Counc il 
as a whole and in its various division s, genera l dep art 
moots, and central departments; or boards and a^cn 
ties of the churches may have membership in any or 
or more of the divisions, general dep ar tme nts , a n i 
central departments of t he Co miriT! 

2. a) Communions which arc now members or the board 

or agencies of which are now members of any fon 
or more of the general agencies named in the Pre¬ 
amble of this Constitution shall 1)** charter irn mbers 
of the Council uj>on their acceptance of this Pre¬ 
amble and Constitution, provided that such action 
is taken not later than the organizing convention ot 
the Council. 

b) Each board or agency which is now a member o', 
one or more of the general agencies named in th“ 
Preamble of this Constitution, shall be a charter 
member of the appropriate divisions, general dr 
partments, or central departments of the Council, 
provided that it accepts such charter membership 
not later than the organizing convention of th 
Council. 

c) In the case of general agencies not named in the 
Preamble of this Constitution which may unite wit’ 
the Council by approval of the General Assembly 
subsequent to the constituting convention, each 
board or agency which is a member of such uniting 
general agency at the time of its union with th 
Council shall lie a charter member of that unit of 
the Council which carries forward the work of th*.* 
uniting general agency, provided that it accepts 
such charter membership within six months after 
the date the union becomes effective. 

3. a) Communions which declare their acceptance of this 

Preamble and Constitution may become members 
of the Council upon their request, if approved lr 
a two-thirds vote of the communions present and 
voting at any regular meeting of the General 
Assembly; the delegations of each communion vot¬ 
ing separately, and by a two thirds vote of the rep¬ 
resentatives present and voting at any regular meet¬ 
ing of the General Assembly. 

b) Denominational boards or agencies which accept 
the basis of membership as defined by each division, 
general department, or central department of th< 
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Council may, upon their request, become members 
of any one or more of these units if approved by a 
two-thirds vote of the members present and voting 
at .any regular meeting of the division, general de¬ 
partment, or ecntral department concerned. No 
board or agency, except as ptovi led in Article III, 
Section 2b), of* this Constitution, shall be eligible 
to membership j i divisions, general department s, 
or central departments of the Council unless its 
communion is recognized by the General Board a s 
being in agreement with the Preamble of tliis Con¬ 
stitution. 

4. A board or agency’ of a communion which has been 
recognized by the General Board as being in agreement 
with the Preamble of the Constitution, which board or 
agency has not applied for membership in a unit of 
the Council but is desirous of maintaining fellowship 
with the unit and is approved by the unit for such par¬ 
ticipation, shall be recognized as an associated board. 

5. An agency which is not officially constituted and con¬ 
trolled by a communion; is recognized by the General 
Assembly or the General Board as maintained for dis¬ 
tinctly Christian purposes; is not eligible for full mem¬ 
bership under Article Ill, Section 2c) of the Constitu¬ 
tion ami is approved by the General Assembly or the 
General Board for representation in the General As¬ 
sembly, the General Board or a unit of the Council, 
shall be recognized as a related agency. 

Article IV— Representation* 

1. The governing body of the Council shall be a General 
Assembly. Communions which have membership in the 
Council as a whole shall bo entitled to representation 
in the General Assembly as follows: 

a) Five representatives for each communion and one 
additional representative for every 100,000 of its 
communicants or major fraction thereof, having re¬ 
gard to adequate representation of ministers, lay¬ 
men, laywomcn, and young people. 

b) Additional representatives for each communion not 
exceeding one-third of the number provided for in 
Article IV, Section la) of this Constitution equally 
divided as far as possible among laymen, laywomcn, 
and young people. 

c) Additional representatives for each communion ap¬ 
pointed by it from a list of persons nominated by 
state councils of churches in consultation with the 
local councils of churches within their several 
boundaries, it lxing understood that each com¬ 
munion may appoint a number equal to one- 
eighth of the number provided for in Article IV, 
Sections la) and lb) of this Constitution, with each 
communion being entitled to appoint at least one 
representative so nominated. The procedures by 
which such additional representatives shall be nom¬ 
inated and shall be equitably distributed by com¬ 
munions and by geographical areas having regard 
to adequate representation of ministers, laymen 
and laywomcn, shall be determined by the Gen¬ 
eral Board. 

d) Additional lay representatives, when such have 
been nominated by the General Nominating Com¬ 
mittee and elected, appointed, or approved by 
their respective communions by such process as 
the communion may desire, it being understood 


that the total of such nominations shall not exceed 
twelve, three of whom may be recommended by 
each general department. 

o) All representatives of a communion shall be elected 
by that communion in such manner as it shall de¬ 
termine. Of the total number of representatives at 
least one-half of the number provided for in Article 
IV, Sections la) and lb) of this Constitution shall 
be nominated by the boards and agencies of that 
communion co-operating in the work of the divi¬ 
sions of the Council, on such basis as the commun¬ 
ion shall determine; having regard to the interests 
of the several age groups and the various functions 
of the Council. 

2. The president, vice-presidents, treasurer, and recording 
secretary of the Council shall, during their terms of 
office, be ex officio representatives of their respective 
communions in the General Assembly. 

•3. A church Ixjord or agency of a communion not 
holding membership in the Council may have mem¬ 
bership in a unit of the Council if approved for par¬ 
ticipation by action of the General Board. 

1. Associated boards may have representation in a unit 
of the Council in such number as the unit shall deter¬ 
mine. Representatives from associated boards shall be 
recognized as associate members and shall have all 
the privileges of members of the unit except the right 
to vote. 

5. Belated agencies may have representation in the 
General Assembly and the General Board in such 
number as tho General Assembly or Ccneral Board 
shall determine and in any unit of the Council in such 
number as the unit may determine. Representatives 
from related agencies shall be recognized as consult¬ 
ants and shall have all of the privileges of members 
other than the right to vote, except that representatives 
of related agencies may be elec ted to full membership 
in a supervisory body of a subunit of a division, gen¬ 
eral department or central department as representa¬ 
tives of a related agency which qualifies in one of the 
following categories: 

a) A related agency which is composed entirely of 
member l>oards of the subunit or the division, gen¬ 
eral department or central department to which the 
subunit is responsible; 

b) A related agency which is composed entirely o* 
boards of communions which have been approved 
by the General Board as eligible for membership 
in the units of the Council; 

c) A related agency which has, by action of its highest 
administrative authority, declared itself to be in 
agreement with the Preamble of the Constitution; 

d) A related agency which had been accorded such 
status prior to the adoption, by the General Board 
on November 17, 1953, of the policy regarding cat¬ 
egories of nonmembe?participants. 

Article V— Functions 

The functions of the Council shall include the following: 

1. The general oversight and co-ordination of the whole 
field of work of the Council and of its divisions and 
other units. 

2. All actions and utterances of the Council in representa¬ 
tion of the co-operating churches. 

3. Basic studies in fields of common interest to the 
churches. 
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RELATION OF NON-MEMBER COMMUNIONS TO NATIONAL COUNCIL UNITS 


X -- voting members 

* — non-voting or associate members 
X — voting members of sub-groups of 
units indicated 

** — Individuals serving without offi¬ 
cially representing the communion 


Advent Christian Church 


American Lutheran Church 


Anglican Church of Canada 


Assemblies of God 


Associate Reformed Presby. 


Baptist Federation of Canado 


The Brethren Church 


Church of Christ (Holiness) 
Church of God (Anderson, Ind.) 


Church of the Nazarene 


Churches of God in No. America 


Cumberland Presbyterian 


Evangelical Congregational 


Evangelical Lutheran 


Evangelical Covenant 


Finnish Evangelical Lutheran 


Free Methodist 


Friends, Kansas Yearly Mtg. 


General Baptist 


Lutheran Brethren 


Lutheran Free Church 


Mennonite Church 


Mennonite Church, Gen. Conf. 


North American Baptist 


Presbyterian Ch. in Canada 


Salvation Army 


Seventh Doy Adventists 


Southern Baptist 


Schwenkfelder 


United Church of Canada 


United Evang. Lutheran 


Wesleyan Methodist 


Total non-member communions 



63,718 


42,644 


17 

3 

2 

2 


MARCH, 1960 


x no longer voting member of Home Missions Unit 
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